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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
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1 
DefendantIAppellant 1 
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THE HONORABLE LANSING L. HAYNES, PRESIDING JUDGE 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT, PRESIDING 
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STATE APPELLATE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
3647 LAKE HARBOR LN 
BOISE ID 83706 
MR. LAWRENCE WASDEN 
ATTORNEYGENERAL 
STATE OF IDAHO 
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BOISE ID 83720-0010 
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Date: 12/3/2008 
Time: 0458 PM 
~ i r s t e i a l  District Court - Kootenai County 
ROA Report 0 User: CARROLL 
Page 1 of 5 Case: CR-2008-0003443 Current Judge: Lansing L. Haynes 
Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas 
State of Idaho vs. Richard Thomas Yeoman 






New Case Filed - Felony To Be Assigned 
Criminal Complaint Penny E. Friedlander 
Affidavit Of Probable Cause To Be Assigned 
Order Finding Probable Cause Penny E. Friedlander 
Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: 150000.00 Penny E. Friedlander 
Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas Issued 





Case status changed: Inactive To Be Assigned 
Hearing Scheduled (ArraignmentIFirst Eugene A. Marano 
Appearance 02/25/2008 02:OO PM) 
Case status changed: Reopened To Be Assigned STAT 
WRTA 
STONE 
STONE Arrest Warrant Returned, Served Defendant: To Be Assigned 
Yeoman, Richard Thomas 
ARRN STONE Hearing result for ArraignmentIFirst Appearance Eugene A. Marano 
held on 02/25/2008 02:OO PM: Arraignment / 
First Appearance 
ORPD STONE Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas Order Eugene A. Marano 
Appointing Public Defender Public defender 
Public Defender 
HRSC MITCHELL Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing Benjamin R. Simpson 









Plaintiffs Response To Discovery To Be Assigned 
Plaintiffs Request For Discovery To Be Assigned 
Notice of Appearance, Request for Timely To Be Assigned 
Prelirninary Hearing, Motion for Bond Reduction 









Defendant's Request For Discovery To Be Assigned 
Defendant's Response To Discovery To Be Assigned 
Supplemental Response To Discovery John T. Mitchell 
Hearing result for Prelirninary Hearing held on Benjamin R. Simpson 
03/07/2008 08:30 AM: Preliminary Hearing 
Waived (bound Over) See attachment. 






Order Holding Defendant Benjamin R. Simpson 











Information John T. Mitchell 
Motion To Dismiss Information John T. Mitchell 
Order for Disqualification of Judge Mitchell John T. Mitchell 
Disqualification Of Judge Mitchell- Automatic John T. Mitchell 
Order Assigning Judge On Disqualification John P. Luster 
Without Cause - Lansing Haynes 
Date: 12/3/2008 
Time: 04:58 PM 
ial District Court - Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
User: CARROLL 
Page 2 of 5 Case: CR-2008-0003443 Current Judge: Lansing L. Haynes 
Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas 
State of Idaho vs. Richard Thomas Yeoman 
Date Code User Judge 
HRSC TAYLOR Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment in District Court Lansing L. Haynes 
04/14/2008 03:30 PM) 
TAYLOR 
MORELAND 
Notice of Hearing Lansing L. Haynes 
PRSD Plaintiffs Response To Defense motion to Lansing L. Haynes 
dismiss information 
Reply motion to dismiss Information Lansing L. Haynes MlSC 
HRSC 
MORELAND 
TAYLOR Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Dismiss Lansing L. Haynes 
0411 412008 03:30 PM) Reuter 
DENY TAYLOR Hearing result for Motion to Dismiss held on Lansing L. Haynes 
04/14/2008 03:30 PM: Motion Denied Reuter 
CONT TAYLOR Hearing result for Arraignment in District Court Lansing L. Haynes 
held on 04/14/2008 03:30 PM: Continued 
HRSC TAYLOR Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment in District Court Lansing L. Haynes 




Notice of Hearing Lansing L. Haynes 
ORDR 
ARRN 
Order Denying Motion to Dismiss lnformation Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing result for Arraignment in District Court Lansing L. Haynes 
held on 0411 812008 11 :00 AM: Arraignment / 
First Appearance 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (11 8-8307 Lansing L. Haynes 





Hearing Scheduled (Pre-Trial Conference Lansing L. Haynes 
05/22/2008 08:OO AM) 
BARKER 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial Scheduled Lansing L. Haynes 





Notice of Hearing Lansing L. Haynes 
PLWL 
SUBF 
Plaintiffs Witness List Lansing L. Haynes 
Subpoena Returnlfound on 05107108 served Lansing L. Haynes 
Shawn R Barnes 
SUBF BAXLEY Subpoena Returnlfound on 05/07/08 served Lansing L. Haynes 
Sandy Delbridge 
SUBF SHEDLOCK Subpoena Returnlfound - Stanley T. Mortensen Lansing L. Haynes 
5/9/08 
NOTC MORELAND Notice of filing information for consideration in Lansing L. Haynes 
sentencing 
HRHD TAYLOR Hearing result for Pre-Trial Conference held on Lansing L. Haynes 





Order Setting Trial Priority #2 Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing Scheduled (Plea Change 05/29/2008 Lansing L. Haynes 
03:OO PM) 
Hearing result for Plea Change held on Lansing L. Haynes 
05/29/2008 03:OO PM: Hearing Held 
HRHD HAMILTON 
A Plea is entered for charge: - GT (11 8-8307 Lansing L. Haynes 
Notice Of Duty To Register) 0 3 2  
PLEA HAMILTON 
Date: 12/3/2008 
Time: 04:58 PM 
~ i r s t  C i a 1  District Court - Kootenai County 
ROA Report 
User: CARROLL 
Page 3 of 5 Case: CR-2008-0003443 Current Judge: Lansing L. Haynes 
Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas 
State of Idaho vs. Richard Thomas Yeoman 
Date Code User Judge 
5/29/2008 HRVC HAMILTON Hearing result for Jury Trial Scheduled held on Lansing L. Haynes 
06/02/2008 09:OO AM: Hearing Vacated 2-day 


















Amended Complaint Filed Lansing L. Haynes 
Rule 11 Conditional Plea Lansing L. Haynes 
Order Allowing Conditional Ple Lansing L. Haynes 
Order Setting Bond and Conditions of Release Lansing L. Haynes 
Order for Evaluation(s) and Setting Sentencing Lansing L. Haynes 
Notice To Defendant Lansing L. Haynes 
Motion To Continue 7/21/08 sentencing Lansing L. Haynes 
Presentence Investigation Report Lansing L. Haynes 
Document sealed 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 07/21/2008 Lansing L. Haynes 
03:30 PM: Continued 







Supplement to Motion to Continue Sentencing Lansing L. Haynes 
Order Of Continuance Lansing L. Haynes 






Second Motion To Continue Sentencing Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 08/07/2008 Lansing L. Haynes 
03:30 PM: Continued 
HRSC TAYLOR Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 08/21/2008 Lansing L. Haynes 
0 1 :30 PM) 
ORDR 
812 1/2008 FTAH 
TAYLOR 
BARKER 
Order To Continue Sentencing Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 08/21/2008 Lansing L. Haynes 
01:30 PM: Failure To Appear For Hearing Or 
Trial 
WARB BARKER Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 25000.00 Lansing L. Haynes 
Failure to Appear For Hearing, Sentencing 
Hearing, August 21, 2008 @ 1 :30 pm 









Case status changed: Inactive Lansing L. Haynes 
Motion To Dismiss Part II Lansing L. Haynes 
Order To Dismiss Part II Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Quash Lansing L. Haynes 







Motion To Quash Warrant Lansing L. Haynes 
Notice Of State's Position Lansing L. Haynes 
Warrant Returned Failure to Appear For Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing, Sentencing Hearing, August 21, 2008 @ 
1:30 pm Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas 
0 0 3  
Date: 12/3/2008 
Time: 04:58 PM 
First C i a 1  District Court - Kootenai County 
ROA Report 
User: CARROLL 
Page 4 of 5 Case: CR-2008-0003443 Current Judge: Lansing L. Haynes 
Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas 
State of Idaho vs. Richard Thomas Yeoman 
Date Code User Judge 
- - -  
DARNELL 
- 
Case status changed: Activate (previously Lansing L. Haynes 
inactive) 
STAT 
HRVC TAYLOR Hearing result for Motion to Quash held on Lansing L. Haynes 
0911 512008 04:OO PM: Hearing Vacated Reuter, 
5 min 









Hearing Scheduled (ArraignmenVFirst Don L. Swanstrom 
Appearance 09/05/2008 02:OO PM) 
DARNELL Hearing result for ArraignmenVFirst Appearance Don L. Swanstrom 
held on 09/05/2008 02:OO PM: Hearing Held 




Notice of Hearing Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 09/15/2008 Lansing L. Haynes 




Hearing result for Sentencing held on 0911012008 Lansing L. Haynes 
03:OO PM: Hearing Held 
TAYLOR 
JOKELA Sentenced To Incarceration (118-8307 Notice Of Lansing L. Haynes 
Duty To Register) Confinement terms: 
Penitentiary determinate: 3 years. Penitentiary 
indeterminate: 2 years. 







Judgment Lansing L. Haynes 
Appealed To The Supreme Court Lansing L. Haynes 
Case status changed: closed pending clerk Lansing L. Haynes 
action 
Case status changed (batch process) STAT 
MNPD 
MEYER 






Notice Of Appeal Due Date From Supreme Court Lansing L. Haynes 
Order For Appointment of State Appellate Public Lansing L. Haynes 
Defender in Direct Appeal; Retaining Trial 
Counsel for Residual Purposes 
CARROLL Motion For Reconsideration of Sentence Lansing L. Haynes 





Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Reconsider Lansing L. Haynes 
1 1/03/2008 03:30 PM) Reuter, 30 min 
TAYLOR 
Case status changed: Closed pending clerk Lansing L. Haynes 
action 
TAYLOR 
Notice Of Hearing on Defendant's Motion for Lansing L. Haynes 
Reconsideration of Sentence, Pursuant to ICR 
35 
CARROLL 
ANOA CARROLL Amended Notice of Appeal Lansing L. Haynes 
Date: 12/3/2008 
Time: 0458 PM 
Page 5 of 5 
First e i a l  District Court - Kootenai County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2008-0003443 Current Judge: Lansing L. Haynes 
Defendant: Yeoman, Richard Thomas 
State of Idaho vs. Richard Thomas Yeoman 
Date Code User Judae 
User: CARROLL 





1 1 /7/2008 HRSC 
1 1 11 012008 NOTC 









Notice of Filing Information for Consideration in Lansing L. Haynes 
Rule 35 Hearing 
Motion to Continue Rule 35 Hearing . Lansing L. Haynes 
Motion for Section 19-2524 Mental Health Lansing L. Haynes 
Evaluation 
Hearing result for Motion to Reconsider held on Lansing L. Haynes 
11/03/2008 03:30 PM: Continued Reuter, 30 
min 
Order to Continue Rule 35 Hearing Lansing L. Haynes 
Hearing Scheduled (Rule 35 12/22/2008 03:30 Lansing L. Haynes 
PM) Reuter 
Amended Notice of Hearing on Defendant's Motin Lansing L. Haynes 
for Reconsideration of Sentence, pursuant to icr 
35 
Notice of Lodging Transcript - LAURIE A. Lansing L. Haynes 
JOHNSON - 66 PAGES 
0 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF K O O T E N A I ) ~ ~  
FILED: 
STATE OF IDAHO : j 
Plaintiff, 
CASE NO. 03Z\q 1 
f&of l~ t~,  RLU.~~IO Tk~m9E 1 
DOE; 1 -4FFIDnrlT IN SUPPORT 
SSN OF PROEPLBLE CAUSE 
Defendant. ) 
1
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: SS. 
County of Kootenai ) 
LV~A A . m & W  ,being first dulyswom: deposes, and says: 
i2ylMhjCE SFEL 
Tha; I am an with the r ( o o m g ~ ~  WW SW\R . The basis for the 
requax for the issuance of a CitatiodComplaintiPeti~ion~Summo~~f17mmi is sei f o r b  in the p o h c  
repon attached hereto and incorporated hersin. I further depose and say that I have read the report 
and alj the contents are true and correct to the bzst o f m ~ ~ h o ~ ~ l e d , o e ,  and that I am the cuthor or that 
I ~e~-son&>~ that aufior of the report to  be a law enforcerncnt oofcer whom I believe to be  
&edible &d reliable. 
DATEDtbis 22 day of FER ,20&. 
3 ,  ci.a- 
-&%ant 
SCRIBED AND STVOmT to before me on th 
Canlmss~on expues. Ljb-iS-// 
, , 
COMPLAINT REQUEST AND COURT INFORMATION 
STATE OF IDAHO AGENCY CASE # c 8 .. c'.) -c f.7 
Plaintiff' ) 
COURT DOCKET # 
1 
+kk.'-', L'-L1 L; r\. Delendan~ )
[>(I FELONY [ ] MISDEMEAN 
[ ] WARRANT [ ] SUMMONS 1~4 IN CUSTODY [ I OTHER 
CRIME(S) CHARGED: r 
DATEITJME OF OFFENSE 7 \T \$ - L Y ?  r l l L S  
LOCATION .37~ 6' h k  DF, 6 . I  d ) h  ,xh Y">:i 1 
VICTIMIBUSINESS NAME T-- .-..G 
DEFENDANT: NAME - jFMhh)  IT\CM(CI) T&A&> q ,  
SS# DOB 
RACE (hl SEX n HT C C t  WT 14; HAIR b EYES BLL 
ADDRESS TT" &A- d* bc. a& % 43itk'i 
TELEPHONE (D24 3 9 7  - \747 
B U S ~ S S  ADDRESS @L hy,g ~ c - \  . ~ A + F ~ T  5 C- ~c-5 / U ~ \ U J ~ U  k.bfir*- 3 
BUSLNESS TELEPHONE U ~ V ~ ~ F L W N  
ATTACHMENTS 
H' POLICE REPORTS [ ] 18-8002 ADVISORY BOOKING SHEET 
[ ] INTOX. PRINTOUT [ ] MIRANDA WARNING [ ] DRIVER'S RECORD 
[ ] DEFENDANT STATEMENT [ ] WITNESSSTATEMENT [ ] CRZMINAL HISTORY 
[ ] AUTOPSY RESULTS k] SEE ATTACHED FOR FURTHER 
PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 
[ ] DEFENDANT'S STATEMENT [ ] CASSETTEIVIDEO [ ] WEAPONS 
[ ] DRUGSIPARAHERNALIA [ ] SEX CRIME KIT [ ] VENOJECT KIT 
[ ] SEE ATTACHED FOR FURTHER 
ARRESTED '& YES [ I  NO DATEiTIMEY@OCATION zix\a 204'51~, 
3- c bq& bL, c?.li- g-53"i 
CIRCUMSTANCES OF OFFENSEIARREST ARMED DURING OFFENSE [ ] YES [4 NO 
ARMED DURING ARREST [ ] YES M NO 
NO THREATS OR INJURY TO VICTIM OF OFFICER [ ] YES 4 NO 
NO ATTEMPTTO AVOID ARREST [ ] YES ,H NO HAS DEFENDANT ADMIITED INVOLVEMENT ,m YES [ ] NO 
IF YES, GIVE BRIEF DESCRIPTION ~ I C ~ M D ~  ~q,-t-mt't'~ 7 nar~'q h- (I FW,P-$~% 5 KT UK-U~.X 
pt.14) fl>- fd$rT?WtrJL- .A$-: m\ndk ,--4(cT~ T L ~ U  n t - q w s  6 0 .  
OTHER OUTSTANDING CHARGES [ ] YES [>i NO OFFENSE 
SUMMARY OF CRIMINAL HISTORY +ccy ~ G M J ~ C  (' ~P-C-JYJZ I =--i? , w 7. m  din^ \ 
PHYSICAL ILLNESS/MENTAL ILLNESS j ] YES [$ NO DETAILS 
REQUEST BOND [fi YES [ ] NO IF YES, WHY? hi>"r by- p L ~ b \ - I n + k d ~  h 5.3-  C = J - I P ~ ~ <  
SHR #4 1 REVISED 3/99 - 08 5 /~.!-~~G~>C!J- - U 3 >  
LAW ENFORCEMENT DEPUTY 007 
Departrrrental Report # ~3 ,- i?'" 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE \ 17 JUDICIAL - e DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 'ucxuk' 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 






State of Idaho, 
County of k SC-;F~JA-\ 
COURT CASE NUMBER 1 PROBABLE CAUSE AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF WARRANTLESS ARREST AND /OR REFUSAL TO 1 SUBMIT TO i FAILURE OF EVIDENTIARY TEST 
" < ,fit& /L-V I, 1- L7? 7 , the undersigned, being fnst duly sworn on oath, deposes and says 
that: (print) 
1. I am a peace office; employed by -'(L-.-N~ ,. , =yt 7 i+qP3 rztm-~*- zZ%T 
2, The defendant was arrested on z I g / o i  at Zcu7 UAM W M  for the offense (s) 
\ > - ~ ~ ! \ { I ' ) ~ ~ ? ? L v  ;Larcsm~ &> j y ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ b d  
and lor of dnving while under the influence of alcohol, drugs or any other intoxicating pursuant to Section 18-8001 
Idaho Code. 
Second or more DUI offense in last ten years? UYES DNO DFELONY DMISDEMEANOR 
;dY 
3. Location of Occurrence: C P ? A & ~ ~ B R .  ca.ax, g"s3t"i 
4. Identified the defendant as: (print name) Mh) &,=4 .- .zp; s ,JY by: (check box) 
UMilitary ID i%tate ID Card Elstudent LD ~ k d  ElDnvers  OCredit Cards 
UPapenvork found dverbal ID by defendant . 
Witness identified defendant. 
Other 
5 .  Actual physical control established by: 'd~bservation by affiant Observation by Officer 
Admission of Defendant to , C7 Statement of WTitness: 
Other: 
6 . 1  believe that there is probable cause to believe the defendant committed such crime because of the following 
facts: (NOTE: You must state the source of all inEormation provided below. State what you observed and 
what you learned from someone else, identifying that person): 
.- - - 7 - 008 
PROBABLE CAUSE FOR STOP AND M S T :  &?%LvL+ 4 . ~ 1  , . ,.7e7-~ ,& f i ~ ~ . & 5 - .  n .L kLki>--lii - _ 2 - w  01 ~fpz i.+ AD id., p n  $-&.uo.r,;y LA$ 4 -  7 /CY,w s &WIT 1 ,, ~ i f i  )-rrrl:-?uj 
P ,- k@r\r~ksr AD~\>?$ I &  ,,vO \em\ + @ii S G R ~ . ~  S c . L I T '  ! k k , ~ ' . n . + a  kt. Sc a *i.7--;1;-0 
.- , A).;$ wdc 4- L w ,  rw7d: Li*.Ji JI.- h c.J,?~~!Z,\T ~fifl!@T_) 
I - 
v-~i th i )  - M ~2qiQ -;w; AbLi im> pF<,Jfl&4T & L j ~ i  7 i?? , ; ,y-h'T~ A j  1.. . 1 , 
D.U. I. NOTES Sobriety Tests Meets decision Pts. 
Odor of alcoholic beverage Dyes UNo Gaze Nystagmus 1 ..--dyes UNo 
Admitted drinlung alcoholic beverage Dyes UNo Walk&Turn , +  OYes UNo 
Slurred speech Dyes ONo One Leg stan-a"* UYes DNo 
Impaired memory Dyes ON0 
Glassy/bloodshot eyes Dyes UNo 
/ 7ent Jnvolved OYes UNo 
Other J - n j ~ r y  OYes DNo 
J 
Drugs Suspected Dyes DNo Drug RecomJtion Evaluation Performed Dyes  UNo 
Reason Dmgs are Suspected / 
/ 
J 
Prior to testing, defendant was substantially informedf 7" the consequences of refusal and failure of the test as 
required by Section 18-8002 and 18-8002A, Idah  Code. 
/ 
r"' 
Defendant was tested for alcohol c o n c F t i o n ,  drugs or other intoxicating substances. The test (s) wasiwere 
performed in compliance 1 8-8 003 Br 1 8-8 004(4) Idaho Code and the standards and methods adopted 
by the Department of 
BAC: 
/ by: OgRath Instrument Type:OIntoxilyzer 5000 OAlco Sensor Instrument Serial # 
Test Results Pending? Yes No (Attached) 
breath test: Date Certification Expires: 
refixed the test as follows: 
- .  
,/ 
By m i  signature and in the presence of a person authorized to administer Oaths in the State of Idaho, I hereby 
solemnly swear that the information contained in this document and attached reports and documents that may be 
included herein is true and correct to the best of my information and belief. 
-fl /,,' 
Dated: z i 3  Signed: &p LJL, ~ * ' p , ~ ~ ~  7 7 
- (affiant) 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on -r -s-o F 
(Date) 
ORDER FINDING PROBABLE CAUSE 
The above-named defendant having been arrested without a warrant for the offense(s) of 
.;q-9-3\\ C \  ) A\,- b p :  T L  (L;+>=L- 4 <.rW ~F;,i---,,ll?X 
and the Court having examined the affidavit of 120- 5 flak-d >ch) 3 3 3 , the Court finds 
probable cause for believing that said crime(s) has b2en committed and that the defendant committed said 
crime(s), and that he/she may be required to post bail prior to being released. 
DATED this day of , 2 0  
TIME: W M  
(MAGISTRATE'S SIGNATURE) 
SHR #9 Rev 07/06 
\ ? k Z  
Accepted by: TC 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t a  oc-- L-)?, 3 1 
Name ID'", Date 
ARRESTEE: 
Name $-o/F~ I &iw~%? -.*> ,M, 
Last First Middle 
AKA I JSdf  








For DUI Charge: 
Was Call Requested 
Was Call Made 
Home ~hon$~ i ) )c /2  - i 7 9  7 s s #
CityIState of Birth < E + ~ F  ~4 DOB Employer ,&L f i . ~F  &vi/! LLT -~ci'j 
D.L. # v r b ~ ~ i -  L J ~ ,  State bJ4- Occupation LWfl- Work Phone # W W - K  
PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION: 
Height I " Weight iqo Sex Hair W-2 Eyes TLne 
Race v Glasses Y (@ Contacts Y /@ Facial Hair ,fi/jT&~++- 
Scars, Marks, Tattoo's UAi"&- 
Clothing Description f4 r'tsJ iwtr, 3 c S~-~G.+-J> 
ARRESTING OFFICER INFORMATION: - 
Date / Time of Arrest 7 /B/$ - / Z o L i 3  Location cb/+ -5 ?C *L/ Dist j' 
~~~~~~i~~ officer 08- 3 r r i i ;~-d;Gd # z737 Agency L c S ~  Arrival at PSB 7 i t ; /  
--> .- 
CHARGES AND BAIL: ARREST TYPE: ( ~ ~ ' ~ ' I E w I ~ ~ N T ) )  ~CITIZEN) (OTHER) 
Is the arresting officer aware of any mental or physical conditions this inmate may have which might affect hidher safety or 
ability to be held without special attention by jail staff? No, ')dyes (Explain) OFffiP5>"L^1 . li7 JG Yi L - , 5 , ~  
VEHICLE INFORMATION: 
Vehicle Lic. p\k ST- YR- Make Model Body Color(s) / 
Vehicle Disposition 
CITIZEN ARREST: I hereby arrest the above named suspect on the charge(s) indicated and request a peace 
officer to take him - her into custody. I will appear as directed and sign a complaint against the person I have arrested. 
Arrastina Person SigwUre ress Phone # 
I I 
I 
Arresting Persons Name brinted) Race Sex DOR Frn~lover Phone # 
I 
I I I I 1 
Officer ID # Approved By ID # Date 1 > . / J L J ~ ~ P J J ~ ~  1 2333 I SGr r.m. -LUG;Z~&ETL 1 23qC 1 6 2 ' D C i - D b  1 
VICTIM'S RIGHTS INFORMATION: Code P=Phvslcal In1 T=Threat of Phv In1 S=Sexual Offense 
- -- I Name: Code Mult. Victims Address: Phone: 
1 Yes No I 
Occu~ation: Race/Sex Aae  Business Address: Bus. Phone: G ?I  
I 
- 
JAIL SHR# 355 Rev 3/06 
- - 
KOOTEN, .. @NT 
ADDITIONAL PROPERTY1 NARRATIVE CONTINUATION 
2) 320 E. Cd'A Lake Dr. #4, Coeur d'Alene, Kootenai County, ID 838'l4, Monte Vista Motel. 
3) On 0210812008 at approx. 2033 hrs., I responded to the above listed location, in regards to a domestic battery 
report. 
PAGE 
2 OF 2 
During the interviews conducted, it was determined the domestic battery report was unfounded. However, 
after running a driver's query on S-Richard T. Yeoman, Central Dispatch advised Yeoman had a 
confirmed/extraditable warrant out of Spokane County, Washington. While I was waiting for the warrant to be 
confirmed, Yeoman advised me he was a registered sex offender out of Spokane County, Washington. 
Yeoman also advised me he had been iiving at this location for approx. two months, and had not notified 
Spokane County of his change of address. When the warrant was confirmed, I arrested Yeoman and placed 
him in the rear of my patrol car. 
REPORT NUMBER 
08-0321 9 
I spoke with MI-Shawn R. Barnes. Barnes advised me Yeoman had moved into the Motel in October of 2007. 
NAME ON ORIGINAL REPORT 
Yeoman, Richard Thomas M. 
AGENCY 
KCSDJ2800 
Spokane County Dispatch advised me Yeoman last registered as a sex offender on 11/09/2005, with an address 
of 2014 W. Fairview, Spokane, WA 99205. Yeoman was in possession of a Washington ID Card. This card was 
issued to Yeoman on 0112012006, with an address of 2507 S. Chestnut St., Spokane, WA 99224. 
.\ 
While at the KCPSB, I read Yeoman his Miranda WarninglRights. I asked Yeoman i f  he understood each of the 
rights I had explained to him. Yeoman stated he did. I asked Yeoman how long he had been living at the 
Monte Vista Mote!. Yecman again stated, "A couple of months." Yeomar, then began to tell fie he ~ a s i i ' t  
actually living there, he was in the process of moving from Spokane County, and was living in between the ~ W O  
addresses. I asked Yeoman where he lived in Spokane County. Yeoman stated he did not know the address. I 
asked Yeoman i f  he lived at the address listed on his Washington ID Card. Yeoman stated he had not lived 
there for sometime, and had even lived at various locations since then. 
UlS I ft 
35 
LOST IJ DAMAGED IJ STOLEN !J RECOVEREDC] OTHER 
I advised Yeoman he was under arrest for violating I.C. 18-8311(1) Failure to Register as a Sex Offender. 
EVIDENCE IJ SAFE KEEPING C] FOUND El OTHER 
Yeoman was booked into the KCPSB for violating I.C. 19-4513 Fugitive from Justice and I.C. 18-8311(1) Failure 
to Register as a Sex Offender. I completed a "Complaint Request" form on Yeoman to be sent to the 
Prosecuting Attorney's Office. 
I) MI-Shawn R. Barnes, 320 E. Cd'A Lake Dr., Cd'A, ID 83814, 704-8735, WIF, 40 yoa, DO anager of 
Monte Vista Motel (same address), 765-8245. 
4) CA 
5) Radio Call 
I Y 
Dep. S. Mortensen 2333 1 ~ E I X E N B E R ~  Eh 1 a? b + ~ @  
- - - - 
. ii, C ~ L  
01  2 
R) t: Dk I k t N T E R t D B Y  

STATE Of IDAHO 
COUNTY OF KOOTEHAI) '~ 
FILED: 
2006 FFB 22 PH 1 : 0'1 
OFBEP? 
Thc above ~iamtd defe~~da~~lt llavmg bee11 charged wltb the ofialsef:) of 
. . 
FA\L TU &q7\5~& AS >EX 18837 ., and the Caul1 having 
~d 0 1 2  the exarmued the affidavit and police repo~t(aj. tile Couri k d s  probable cause. bas.. 
subsrautial evideslcr, foi b e l i e ~ ~ i q  tllal said offense has been c o ~ ~ i t i e d  an  that t h e  said 
Defeudant committed it. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDEPED that 2 Campl;rintRetition/SummonsAT7an-arlt be issued 
for the detentiodappearance offhe above named Defendant. 
ElqTEFAD 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF K O O T E N A I ~ ~ ~ ~  
FILED: 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
500 W. GardenlBox 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 8 1 6 
Telephone: (208) 446- 1 800 
Assigned Attorney: 
DONNA GARDNER 
2OOE FFR 22 PI'! 1 : 0 1 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
1 CASE NO. CRF 08- 
Plaintiff, 1 
3 Y V 3  
) COMPLAINT - 
VS. 1 CRIMINAL 
) 




b s c \  A. cLErc\€k~S& appeared personally before me, and being first duly 
sworn on oath, complains that the above named defendant did commit the crime of FAILURE T O  
REGISTER AS A SEX OFFENDER, a Felony, Idaho Code $$18-8307,19-2514, committed as 
follows: 
That the defendant, RICHARD THOMAS M. YEOMAN, on or about October of 2007 
through the 8TH day of February, 2008, in the County of Kootenai, State of Idaho, did, whle having a 
lawful duty to register as a sex offender, fail to register with the Kootenai County Sheriffwith two 
(2) days of coming into Kooteilai County for the purpose of residing or being temporarily domiciled 
in Kootenai County, all of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case 
made and provided and against the peace and dignity of the People of the State of Idaho. Said 
Coinplainai~t herefore prays for proceeding according to the law. 
COMPLAINT - CRIMINAL: Page 1 
PART I1 
The Prosecuting Attorney further informs the Court that the defendant, RICHARD 
THOMAS M. YEOMAN, while committing the offense of FAILURE TO REGISTER AS A 
SEX OFFENDER, a Felony, Idaho Code s18-8307, as charged in the Complaint, has previously 
plead guilty to at least two (2) separate felony offenses, and, pursuant to Idaho Code 819-2514, is 
properly considered a persistent violator. Defendant's previous felony offenses consist of the 
following: 
1) RAPE, State of Washington, . date of sentence April 2,1989, and 
2) FELONY POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, Grant County, 
State of Washington, date of sentence July 14,2002, and 
3) GRAND THEFT, Grant County, State of Washington, date of sentence October 
27,2004, 
all of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case made and provided for 
and against the peace and dignity of the People of the State of Idaho. Said Complainant therefore 
prays for proceedings according to law. 
DATED this zz day of F&n ,2008. 
COMPLArNANT 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me thi a o f .  ,2008. 
Court Minutes: 
Session: MARAN00225081 
Session Date: 02/25/2008 
Judge: Marano, Eugene 
Reporter: 
Division: MAG 
Session Time: 13:45 
Courtroom: Courtroom6 







Case ID: 0021 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff 
Plaintiff Attorney: 











14:44:38 Judge: Marano, Eugene 
ARRN 
Court Minutes Session: MARAN00225081 Page 41, 
STATES CHARGES 
READS ALLEGATIONS 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
UNDERSTANDS CHARGE 
Judge: Marano, Eugene 
REVIEWS DEF FELONY HISTORY 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
UNDERSTANDS SECOND SECTION OF THE COMPLAINT 
Judge: Marano, Eugene 
STATES PENALTIES 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
UNDERSTANDS 
Judge: Marano, Eugene 
150,000 BOND SET 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
I DONT WANT MY PD. I WOULD LIKE A NEW PD 




Court Minutes Session: MARAN00225081 Page 42, ... 
FIR J e I A L  DISTRICT COURT, 
11 ..VD FOR T H E  COUNTY O F  
324 W. GARDEN AVENUE 
COEUR D'ALENE, IDAHO 
FILED . M 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
Richard Thomas Yeoman 
320 E Coeur d'Alene Lake Dr #4 
Coeur dlAlene, ID 83814 
Defendant. 
DOB: 
DL or SSN: 
) Citation No: 
) 
) Case No: CR-2008-0003443 
) ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC DEFENDER 
) 
) 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of  Richard Thon~as Yeoman, and i t  appeal.ing to be a propel- case, 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Attorney 
Kootenai County Public Defender 
P.O. Box 90001 400 Northwest Blvd. 
Coeur d '  Alene, ID 838 14 
(208) 446- 1700 
Public Defender for the County of ICootenai, State of Idaho, a duly licensed attorney in t l ~ c  State of Idaho, is hereby 
appointed to represent said Defendant, in all proceedings in the above entitled case. 
The Defendant is f~~r the r  advised that he/she may be required to reimburse the C O L I S ~  for all or part of the cost of court 
appointed counsel. 
01-del- Apl~oinllng Public Defentlel. 
Court Minutes: 
Session: SIMPSON030708A 
Session Date: 03/07/2008 
Judge: Simpson, Benjamin 
Reporter: 
Division: MAG 
Session Time: 08: 12 
Courtroom: Courtroom4 










_-_ -- - - - 
Case ID: 0007 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Pers. Attorney: 
Co-Defendant(s): - 
State Attorney: Laird, Terri 






Court Minutes Session: SIMPSON030708A Page 13, ... 
09:29:56 Judge: Simpson, Benjamin 
PRE-LIM HRG - DEF IN CUSTODY 
09:30: 14 Public Defender: Siegel, Val 
STANDING IN FOR DENNIS REUTER - DEF WAIVE PRE- 
LIM HRG - NO CONDITIONS 
' 09:30:53 Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
UNDERSTANDS AND ACCEPTS OFFER 
09:3 1 :54 Judge: Simpson, Benjamin 
ACCEPTS WAIVER OF PRE-LIM HRG - ASSIGNED TO 
JUDGE MITCHELL 
09:32:37 Stop recording 
-- 
Court Minutes Session: SIMPSON030708A Page 14, ... 
Amended to: 
[ ] Dismissed - insufficient evidence to hold defendant to answer charge(s). [ ]Bond exonerated. [ ]NCO Lifted. 
(Specify dismissed charge(s) on above line, if other charges still pending) 
[fi Preliminary hearing having been waived by the defendant on the above listed charge(s), 
[ ] Preliminary hearing having been held in the above entitled matter, and it appearing to me that the offense(s) set 
forth above has /have been committed, and there is sufficient cause to believe the named defendant is guilty 
thereof, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the defendant is held to answer the above charge(s) and is bound over to District Court. 
The Prosecuting Attorney shall file an Information that includes all charges under this case number. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be admitted to bail in the amount of $ and is 
committed to the custody of the Kootenai County Sheriff pending the giving of such bail. 
[ I Defendant was advised of the charges and potential penalties and of defendant's rights, and haying waived hisher 
constitutional rights to: a) trial by jury; b) remain silent; and c) confront witnesses, thereafter pled guilty to the 
charge(s) contained in the Information filed by the Prosecuting Attorney. 
I T  IS FURTHER ORDERED that not later than 14 days after the date of this order, Defendant shall enter and file a 
written plea which states: the Defendant's true name, age, education and literacy levels; Defendant's rights to trial and counsel and 
any waiver of such rights; the offense or offenses of which Defendant is charged together with .the minimum and maximum 
sentence for each charge; and Defendant's plea to each charge, the estimated time necessary for trial, if any; Defendant's current 
custody status; and Defendant's current physical residence address, mailing address and telephone number. A copy of the 
Defendant's written plea shall be delivered to the assigned judge's resident chambers. Failure to timely file a written plea shall 
be a basis to revoke bond or  release, and issue a bench warrant. 
I T  IS FURTHER ORDERED that all pretrial motions in this case shall be filed not later than 42 days after the date 
of this order unless ordered otherwise. All such pretrial motions in this matter shall be accompanied by a brief in support of the 
motion, and a notice of hearing for a date scheduled through the Court. ,- 
THIS CASE IS ASSIqWD TO JUDGE 
\ 
ENTERrD this 7 day of h rtk ,20& 
Copies sent 3 t7 O g a s  follows: 
O(1 TCA Office at fax 446-1224 
[ w a i l  (if in custody at fax 446-1407) 
[ ] KCSO Records fax 446-1307 (re: NCO) 
DeputyClerk 1 
v- 
Order Holding Defendant/Dismissing Case Rev 9/07 0 2 2  
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
501 Government WayIBox 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 8 1 6 
Telephone: (208) 446-1 800 
ASSIGNED ATTORNEY 
DONNA GARDNER 
S IATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF KOOTENII~SS 
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 




) MOTION TO DISQUALIFY 
RICHARD YEOMAN, 1 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, DONNA GARDNER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Kootenai County, 
Idaho, and pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(1) moves for the disqualification of the Honorable Judge JOHN 
T. MITCHELL without cause, from further proceedings in the above entitled matter 
This motion is not made to hnder, delay or obstruct the administration of justice. 
DATED this 
CERFFICATE OFfiEN; 
I hereby certify that on the fly of ,2008, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing Motion to ~ i s ~ u a l i f j  was caused to be mailedhand delivered to: 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
- 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
500 W. GardedBox 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 8 16 
Telephone: (208) 446-1 800 
Assigned Attorney: f i  
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI)~' 
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 









WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Kootenai, State 
of Idaho, who prosecutes in its behalf, comes now into Court, and does accuse RICHARD 
THOMAS M. YEOMAN with the crime of FAILURE TO REGISTER AS A SEX OFFENDER, 
Idaho Code #§18-8307,19-2514, committed as follows: 
That the defendant, RICHARD THOMAS M. YEOMAN, on or about October of 2007 
through the 8TH day of February, 2008, in the County of Kootenai, State of Idaho, did, while having a 
lawful duty to register as a sex offender, fail to register with the Kootenai County Sheriff withn two 
(2) days of coming into Kootenai County for the purpose of residing or being temporarily domiciled 
in Kootenai County, all of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case 
made and provided and against the peace and dignity of the People of the State of Idaho. 
INFORMATION: Page 1 
PART I1 
The Prosecuting Attorney further informs the Court that the defendant, RlCHARD 
THOMAS M. YEOMAN, while committing the offense of FAILURE TO REGISTER AS A 
SEX OFFENDER, a Felony, Idaho Code 518-8307, as charged in the Information, has previously 
plead guilty to at least two (2) separate felony offenses, and, pursuant to Idaho Code $19-25 14, is 
properly considered a persistent violator. Defendant's previous felony offenses consist of the 
following: 
1) RAPE, State of Washington, date of sentence April 2,1989, and 
2) FELONY POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, Grant County, 
State of Washington, date of sentence July 14,2002, and 
3) GRAND THEFT, Grant County, State of Washington, date of sentence October 
27,2004, 
all of whch is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case made and provided for 
and against the peace and dignity of the Peoplg of the State of Idaho. 
DATED this \ day of ,2008. 
prosecutiXg Attorney fo; 
Kootenai County, Idaho 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the / 5 day of ,2008, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing was caused to behailed andlor faxed to: 
PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE 
RICHARD YEOMAN 
C/O KCPSB d 
INFORMA TION: Page 2 
a 
ORIGINAL 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
500 Government Way Suite 600 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446-1 700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 61 54 
I;j-,ATE 3C 
o IDAHO 
C O U I ~ T ~  07 K ~ ~ T ~ ; ; ~ ~ ) S ~  
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
) Felony 
v. ) 
) MOTION TO DISMISS INFORMATION 
RICHARD YEOMAN, ) 
1 
Defendant. 1 
Defendant, by and through his attorney, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender, hereby 
moves this Court for an order dismissing the information filed in this case for the reason that the 
terms of the statute allegedly violated do not apply to Mr. Yeoman. 
Factual Scenario 
For the purposes of this motion only, the following factual scenario will be assumed 
accurate, without admitting them for trial purposes, should this matter proceed to trial. 
Defendant Richard Yeoman was convicted in the State of Washington in 1984 of a crime 
which requires him to register as a sex offender in Washington. He was not incarcerated, nor on 
probation or supervision for that 1984 crime, on July 1, 1993. 
Again, for the purposes of this motion only, Defendant moved to Idaho from Washington 
in 2007. 
MOTION TO DISMISS Page I 
Defendant has been charged with Failing to Register, under the latest version of Idaho 
Code 8 1 8-8304. The State alleges that Richard falls under the provisions of fj 18-8304(1)(c), 
which requires registration of any person who: 
(c) Has been convicted of any crime, an attempt, a solicitation or a 
conspiracy to commit a crime in another state, territory, 
commonwealth, or other jurisdiction of the United States, 
including tribal courts and military courts, that is substantially 
equivalent to the offenses listed in subsection (l)(a) of this section 
and was required to register as a sex offender in any other state or 
jurisdiction when he established permanent or temporary residency 
in Idaho. 
Defendant assumes that his crime in Washington is substantially equivalent to one the 
offenses listed in subsection 5 18-8304(l)(a), (but with the proviso that arguably crimes 
committed before July 1, 1993, do not qualify - see the below argument regarding due process 
vagueness) and that he was required to register as a sex offender in the State of Washington when 
he established a temporary residence in Idaho. 
Law and Argument 
Defendant asserts that the sexual offender registration statute does not apply to him, as 
the amended statute violates a person's right to travel and gives special (unconstitutional) 
preference to citizens of 1daho versus other citizens of the country who travel to Idaho. 
The underlying defect of the older version of the statute, declared unconstitutional in 
State v. Dickerson, 142 Idaho 514,129 P.3d 1263 (App. 2006), still remains in the newer 
version, namely that had Mr. Yeoman committed his crime in Idaho, he would not have to 
register as a sex offender. 
In other words, imagine two men (Mr. Washington and Mr. Idaho) who commit the same 
sexual acts at the same time and are both convicted, but off probation or supervision by July 1, 
MOTION TO DISMISS Page 2 
1993. Mr. Washington thereafter moves to Idaho. Under the terms of this statute, Mr 
Washington must register as a sex offender, Mr. Idaho does not. 
Eaual protection violation: 
The current statutory scheme (as interpreted by the State) places non-Idaho citizens of the 
United States at a distinct disadvantage. Idaho is prosecuting people who move to Idaho where it 
does not prosecute Idaho residents under nearly identical situations. 
The 14' Amendment to U.S. Constitution includes the following language: "...No state 
shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the 
United States; nor shall any state deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due 
process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws." 
The right to travel is a fundamental right. The relation of freedom to travel and the equal 
protection of citizens was commented upon in Langmeyer v. State, 104 Idaho 53,656 P.2d 1 14 at 
This Court has previously accepted the premise that the nature of 
the right to travel is fundamental. Miller v. Staufer Chemical Co., 
99 Idaho 299,302, 581 P.2d 345,348 (1978). See also, Jones v. 
Helms, 452 U.S. 412,101 S.Ct. 2434,2439,69 L.Ed.2d 118 
(1981); Shapiro v. Thompson, 394 U.S. 61 8,629-31, 89 S.Ct. 
1322, 1329,22 L.Ed.2d 600 (1969); United States v. Guest, 383 
U.S. 745,757-59, 86 S.Ct. 1170, 1177-79,16 L.Ed.2d 239 (1966). 
Although considered fundamental, classifications which impact on 
this right to travel are not necessarily subjected to strict scrutiny 
under the equal protection doctrine. See Sosna v. Iowa, 41 9 U.S. 
393,406,95 S.Ct. 553,560-61,42 L.Ed.2d 532 (1 975); Memorial 
Hospital v. Maricopa County, 415 U.S. 250,258-59,94 S.Ct. 
1076, 1082-83,39 L.Ed.2d 306 (1974); Shapiro v. Thompson, 394 
U.S. 618,638 n. 21, 89 S.Ct. 1322, 1333,22 L.Ed.2d 600 (1969). 
In Shapiro v. Thompson, supra, the United States Supreme 
Court considered a constitutional challenge to statutes which 
established minimum residency requirements before individuals 
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could qualify for welfare benefits. The Shapiro Court found the 
statutes unconstitutional. The statutes impermissibly penalized the 
right to travel and the asserted governmental interests were not 
compelling. The Court stated [I04 Idaho 561 that "in moving from 
State to State ... appellees were exercising a constitutional right, 
and any classification which serves to penalize the exercise of that 
right, unless shown to be necessary to promote a compelling 
governmental interest, is unconstitutional." Shapiro v. Thompson, 
supra at 634, 89 S.Ct. at 133 1. The Shapiro Court did not 
establish that any burden on the right to travel was per se 
unconstitutional. Memorial Hospital v. Maricopa County, supra at 
256-57,94 S.Ct at 1081; Shapiro v. Thompson, supra at 638, n. 
21,89 S.Ct. at 1333. 
Later, in Dunn v. Blumstein, 405 U.S. 330, 92 S.Ct. 995, 31 
L.Ed.2d 274 (1 972), the Court applied strict scrutiny to durational 
residency requirements which acted as a penalty on the exercise of 
the right to travel of potential voters. Then in Memorial Hospital 
v. Maricopa County, 415 U.S. 250, 94 S.Ct. 1076, 39 L.Ed.2d 306 
(1 974), the Court held unconstitutional a statute which conditioned 
receipt of nonemergency medical care by an indigent on the basis 
of a durational residency requirement. The statute created an 
invidious classification which was unconstitutional as a violation 
of equal protection. However, the Memorial Court explained the 
broad language of Shapiro with respect to durational residency 
requirements and the right to travel: 
"Although any durational residence 
requirement impinges to some extent on the right to 
travel, the Court in Shapiro did not declare such a 
requirement to be per se unconstitutional. The 
Court's holding was conditioned ... by the caveat 
that some 'waiting-period or residence requirements 
... may not be penalties upon the exercise of the 
constitutional right of interstate travel.' The 
amount of impact required to give rise to tlze 
compelling-state-interest test was not made clear. 
The Court spoke of the requisite impact in two 
ways. First, we considered whether the waiting 
period would deter migration .... Second, tlze 
Court considered the extent to which tlze residence 
requirement served to penalize the exercise of tlze 
right to travel. " Memorial Hospital v. Maricopa 
County, 415 U.S. 250,256-57,94 S.Ct. 1076, 1081, 
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39 L.Ed.2d 306 (1 974) (citation and footnote 
omitted). 
The denial of welfare benefits ("basic necessities of life") in 
Shapiro, the denial of the franchise to vote in Dunn, and the denial 
of nonemergency medical care to an indigent ("a basic necessity of 
life") in Maricopa County served as penalties to the right to travel. 
The statutes imposing the durational residency requirements .were 
tested by the compelling state interest test and found 
unconstitutional. (Emphasis added.) 
The impact on the right to travel in this case is huge. Moving into Idaho for even a few 
days requires sex offender registration, while the Idaho resident who never leaves the state after 
conviction but is off supervision by July 1, 1993 does not have to register. 
This certainly deters migration into Idaho. It also "penalizes" the out-of-state resident by 
requiring an affirmative act of registration, and with payment of moneys to the State, with 
imprisonment as a penalty for failure to do so. 
Strict scrutiny is required to analyze equal protection violations affecting fundamental 
rights. As explained in State v. Mowrey, 134 Idaho 75 1 ,9  P.3d 121 7 at 1220-1 222 (2000): 
Different levels of scrutiny apply to equal protection challenges. 
When considering the Fourteenth Amendment, strict scrutiny 
applies to fundamental rights and suspect classes; intermediate 
scrutiny applies to classifications involving gender and 
illegitimacy; and rational basis scrutiny applies to all other 
challenges. See Meisner, 13 1 Idaho at 261 -62,954 P.2d at 679-80. 
For analyses made under the Idaho Constitution, slightly different 
levels of scrutiny apply. Strict scrutiny, as under federal law, 
applies to fundamental rights and suspect classes. Id. at 26 1, 954 
P.2d at 679. Means-focus scrutiny, unlike the federal intermediate 
scrutiny, is employed "where the discriminatory character of a 
challenged statutory classification is apparent on its face and where 
there is also a patent indication of a lack of relationship between 
the classification and the declared purpose of the statute." 
Coghlan, 133 Idaho at 395,987 P.2d at 307 (quoting Jones v. State 
Bd. ofMed., 97 Idaho 859,871,555 P.2d 399,411 (1976)). 
Rational basis scrutiny applies to all other challenges. See id. 
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What compelling interest can the State show that requires people moving into Idaho to 
register, while similarly situated Idaho residents (equally as dangerous or harmless to the public) 
do not have to register? Is there even a rational basis to do so? 
The appellate case of State v. Dickerson, 142 Idaho 5 14, 129 P.3d 1263 (App. 2006), 
sates in dicta, footnote number 6, that it is possible that Dickerson would have to register under 
the amended statute, but the telling discussion in the body of the opinion leads to the opposite 
result (speaking about the former $1 8-8304(1)): 
The former I.C. $ 18-8304(1) created a disparity between sex 
offenders who moved to Idaho after mid-1 993 and offenders who 
were longer-term residents. A longer term resident with a pre-1993 
conviction fiom Idaho or elsewhere did not have to register, while 
a person with such a conviction who moved to Idaho after June 
1993 was required to do so, no matter how old the conviction. 
Anomalously, a person who had been convicted before 1993 in a 
foreign court (including a tribal court or federal court) while 
residing in Idaho did not have to register if he remained an Idaho 
resident, but if the individual moved out of state and subsequently 
returned to live in Idaho after 1993, the duty to register arose. 
Thus, whether the Act imposed a duty to register upon a sex 
offender turned upon whether and on what date the individual 
moved to Idaho. 
Although this anomalous scenario is not exactly the one presenting itself for resolution in 
this case, the violation of the Constitutions remains. Idaho's legislature has provided preferential 
treatment to its citizens over those fiom another state. Mr. Dickerson should have committed 
his crime in Idaho - he would have avoided the necessity to register as a sex offender. 
Va~ueness - Due Process violation 
Mr. Yeoman also alleges that the terms of Idaho Code $ 18-8304(c) (which refers back to 
18-8304(a)(1)) does not apply to convictions that occur before July 1, 1993. 
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This argument was rejected by the Idaho Court of Appeals in State v. Dickerson, 142 
Idaho 5 14, 129 P.3d 1263 (App. 2006), but the Idaho Supreme Court may see it otherwise. 
In the context of this case, an issue arises as to the application of $1 8-8304(1)(c). The 
issue is whether the Washington crime "is substantially equivalent to the offenses listed in 
subsection (l)(a) of this section." Subsection (l)(a) provides: 
(1) The provisions of this chapter shall apply to any person who: 
(a) On or after July 1,1993, is convicted of the crime, or 
an attempt, a solicitation, or a conspiracy to commit a crime 
provided for in [certain Idaho code sections]. 
This provision limits crimes to those committed before 1993, and is thus interpreted to 
exclude out-of-state pre-1993 crimes. Even if the State can argue otherwise, the State's 
interpretation is not clear from the language, and vagueness or uncertainty of interpretation is to 
be resolved in the Defendant's favor. As was said in State v. Thompson, 101 Idaho 430 at 437, 
It is well settled principal of law that criminal statutes must be 
strictly construed. W. LaFave and A. Scott Jr., Criminal Law . 
(1972) s 11 pp. 83-84; McBoyle v. United States, 283 U.S. 25,27, 
51 S.Ct. 340,341,75 L.Ed. 816, 81 8 (193 1). This principle 
extends not only to the elements of the substantive crime, but also 
to the sanctions potentially involved. United States v. Evans, 333 
U.S. 483,495, 68 S.Ct. 634,640,92 L.Ed. 823, 83 1 (1948). Idaho 
has explicitly followed the above principles of law. In State v. 
Hahn, 92 Idaho 265,267,441 P.2d 714,716 (1 968), the court 
stated: 
"A statute defining a crime must be sufficiently explicit 
so that all persons subject thereto may know what 
conduct on their part will subject them to its penalties. 
A criminal statute must give a clear and unmistakable 
warning as to the acts which will subject one to 
criminal punishment, and courts are without power to 
supply what the legislature has left vague. An act 
cannot be held as criminal under a statute unless it 
clearly appears from the language used that the 
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legislature so intended" (Citations omitted.). 
Likewise, in State v. Nab, 112 Idaho 1139, 739 P.2d 438 at 440 (App. 1987), the Court 
stated: 
Even if we were persuaded the statute was ambiguous, we would 
be constrained by the principle of lenity to reach the same result. 
State v. McKaughen, 1 08 Idaho 47 1,700 P.2d 93 (Ct.App. 1 985) 
(criminal statutes are strictly construed in their substantive 
elements); Rewis v. United States, 401 U.S. 808,91 S.Ct. 1056,28 
L.Ed.2d 493 (1971) (ambiguity concerning the ambit of criminal 
statutes should be resolved in favor of lenity). 
A reasonable person reading Idaho Code 8 18-8304 would conclude that a pre-1993 
out-of-state conviction would not require registration. 
Conclusion 
Idaho's sex offender registration statutes give an invalid preference to Idaho citizens, with 
no authority to do so. It also excludes pre-1993 crimes. 
The Information must be dismissed, and the Defendant name must be removed from the 
state-wide sexual registry. 
DATED this 2 Y%ay of March, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
BY: 
DENNIS REUTER \ 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the 2 F4 day of March, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
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The Court having before it the foregoing motion, now, therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Honorable Judge JOHN T. MITCHELL be disqualified 
pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(l) £iom further proceedings in the above entitled matter. 
DATED this 2$f%ay of & i d  u/R, ,2008. 
DIST CT JUDGE 7 7  
I hereby certify that on the A b' day of voh ,2008, that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing Order to Disqualify was mailed/delivered by regular U.S. Mail, postage 
prepaid, Interoffice Mail, Hand Delivered, or Faxed to: 
Prosecutor 4% 1g53 Defense Attorney $I& "(701 ~efendant  
KCPSB Auditor 
Police Agency 
Bonding Co. Other 
DANIEL ENGLISH 
C L ~  OF THE D&RICT COURT 
FIRST AL DISTRICT COURT, STATE C' 
1 FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTE 
324 W. GARDEN AVENUE 
Wo ) 
COEUR D' ALENE, IDAHO 83814 





Richard Thomas Yeoman ) Case No: CR-2008-3443 
320 E Coeur d'Alene Lake Dr #4 ) 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 ) ORDER ASSIGNING JUDGE ON 
DISQUALIFICATION WITHOUT CAUSE 
Defendant. 
The Honorable John T. Mitchell, being disqualified pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a) from proceeding further in the above 
entitled action: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Honorable Lansing L. Haynes, of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, is hereby assigned to take jurisdiction of the above entitled action for all further proceedings herein. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the District Court of Kootenai County shall cause a copy of this 
Order Assigning Judge on Disqualification to be mailed or faxed to counsel for each of the parties, or if either of the 
parties are represented pro se, directly to the pro se litigant. 
DATED this L2 ? day of March, 2008. 
John P. Luster, Administrative District Judge 
I rtify that copies of this Order were served as follows: 
] Honorable Lansing L. Haynes,,< P 
[ ] Trial Court Administrator's office for DQ file on Magistrates (include copies of DQ paperwork) or Judge 
Luster, if a felony case. 
i' 
ootenai County Prosecutor [ ] Interoffice Delivery [ , axed (208) 446-1 833 
, ,.) 
[ ] Defendant: Richard Thomas Yeoman 
Mailed Hand DeIivered Faxed 
efendant's Counsel: ' Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender I Interoffice Delivery 
Coeur d'AIene ID 838 16-9000 
Mailed Hand Delivered 
/ 




Dated: 1 v I a r c K ~ y , , L ~ o 8  
Daniel J. ~ n ~ 1 1 s h  
Clerk Of The District Go 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
501 Govt. WayIBox 9000 
Coeur dtAlene, ID 838 16-1 97 1 
Telephone: (208) 446- 1800 
STATE OF IDAHO 
, 
COUNTY OF K O O T E H A I ! ~ ~  
FILED: 
2006 APR -2 PM 3: 48 
Assigned Attorney: 
DONNA GARDNER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-F08-3443 
) 
Plaintiff, ) STATE'S RESPONSE 
) TO DEFENSE MOTION 
vs. ) TO DISMISS 
1 INFORMATION 
) 
RICHARD YEOMAN, ) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, DONNA GARDNER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Kootenai County, and hereby provides this State's Response to Defense 
Motion to Dismiss Information and in support thereof says as follows: 
The Defendant asks this Court to make the same analysis used in State 
v. Dickerson, 142 Idaho 5 14, 129 P.3d 1263 (Ct.App. 2006) to his case. 
Dickerson was subject to the former version of Idaho's Sex Offender 
Registration Notification and Community Right-to-Know Act, which 
required that he register as a sex offender upon moving to Idaho after July 1, 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO 1 
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1993. The Dickerson Court reviewed defense assertions that the old statute 
violated his right to travel and that the State's interest in apprehending re- 
offending sex offenders was not rationally advanced by a classification that 
differentiated between offenders based solely upon their date of entry into 
the state. 
The statute that is applicable to defendant Yeoman, who moved to 
Idaho from Washington in 2007, now makes no distinction in the time when 
a person moves to the state. The analysis used in Dickerson, therefore, is 
completely different from this case. The statute, noting stricken provisions 
and underlined additions, now reads as follows: 
I.C. 18-8304(1)(~): 
[Hlas been convicted of 
any crime, an attempt, a solicitation or a conspiracy to commit a crime in 
another state, territory, commonwealth, or other jurisdiction of the United 
States, including tribal courts and military courts, that is substantially 
equivalent to the offenses listed in subsection (l)(a) of this section and was 
required to register - as a sex offender in any other state or jurisdiction when 
he established permanent or temporary residency in Idaho. 
Therefore, the characteristics of this statute that gave rise to the 
Dickerson appeal no longer apply. The state has a legitimate interest in 
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preventing Idaho from becoming an attraction for sex offenders who are 
otherwise required to register as sex offenders in their home state, but 
choose to move to Idaho to avoid registration. The framers of the new 
statute obviously had this concern in mind when making the changes. The 
new statute focused no longer on select persons who moved to the state after 
July 1, 1993, but rather on maintaining the status quo for sex offenders who 
move to this state. There is no additional obligation or burden on sex 
offenders coming to this state than they already had in their previous state. 
The distinction therefore is not like in Dicke~*son, where the court 
pointed out the statute had a temporal limitation for convictions from a 
violation of Idaho law where there was none for convictions for violations of 
law in another jurisdiction. Now, no such temporal distinction is made. The 
statute simply operates to avoid persons moving into this state to work 
around the registration requirements of another state. 
The classifications created by I.C. 8 1 8-8304(1) as it currently reads 
pass constitutional muster. Generally, a law will survive scrutiny if the 
distinction it makes rationally furthers a legitimate state purpose. The 
Supreme Court has stated that the constitutionally protected right to travel 
does not permit state laws aimed at preventing the ingress of "undesirable" 
individuals. Saenz v. Roe, 526 U.S. 489, 1 19 S.Ct. 15 18, 143 L.Ed.2d 689 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO 
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(1 999). In Shapiro 11. Thompson, 394 U.S. 6 1 8, 89 S.Ct 1322,22 L.Ed.2d 
600(1969), the Court held: 
If a law has "no other purpose ... than to chill the assertion 
of constitutional rights by penalizing those who choose to 
exercise them, then it [is] patently unconstitutional." 
Shapiro, 394 U.S. at 63 1. 
Similarly in Saenz, the Court said: 
[Olur cases have not identified any acceptable reason for 
qualifying the protection ... for "the 'citizen of State A 
who ventures into State B' to settle there and establish 
a home." Zobel, 457 U.S. at 74, 102 S .Ct. at 2320,72 L.Ed.2d . 
at 686-687 (O'Conner, J., concurring in judgment). Permissible 
justifications for discrimination between residents and 
nonresidents are simply inapplicable to a nonresident's 
exercise of the right to move into another State and become 
a resident of that State. Saenz, 526 U.S. at 502. 
Thus, the Shapiro and Saenz decisions appear to foreclose any 
argument that excluding or deterring in-migration by persons with sex 
offense convictions is a constitutionally permissive purpose for a state law. 
At least two federal courts, following Saenz, have observed that disparate 
treatment of new residents under a state sex offender registration statute 
cannot be constitutionally justified by a state purpose of discouraging sex 
offenders from moving into the state. See Doe v. MeV ey, 3 8 1 F.Supp.2d 
443,450 n. 8 (E.D.Pa.2005); Lines v. Wavgo, 271 F.Supp.2d 649, 677-78 
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The state interest is still the same as argued in Dickel-son and is still 
legitimate. The purpose is in preventing sex offenders from moving to this 
state to avoid registration laws. As there is a high rate of recidivism by sex 
offenders and the possibility of reoffense in different states many years later, 
the State has an interest in identifying these out-of-state offenders who move 
to Idaho. The State has a strong interest in having an easily-accessible local 
database from which law enforcement officers can identify and locate 
potential suspects, including those who moved to this state when they are 
already required to register as sex offenders in another state. 
The Dickerson court found that there was no legitimate State interest 
shown in distinguishing the registration requirements between persons with 
foreign convictions based on the date they moved into the State and persons 
who became Idaho residents before 1993 and further noted the legislature 
had possibly seen those mistakes in the prior statute causing the 
amendments. 
Incidentally, a search of other states having the same or similar 
requirements of sex offenders moving into their state revealed that the Idaho 
statute is extremely common. In fact, it appears that most, if not all, states 
have similar statutes to Idaho. The same equal protection and due process 
arguments defense is making have likewise been stricken down in those 
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states in favor of the state's interest in monitoring sex offenders entering the 
state to establish residency 
As a final note, the Dickerson court noted at the end of its decision that 
even though defendant's judgment would be overturned, he still might be 
currently required to register under the present version of the Act, implying 
that the statute as it is currently written is constitutionally sound. 
CONCLUSION 
Basically, the defense argument that the sex offender registration 
statute gives an invalid preference to Idaho citizens is simply not true. Sex 
offenders moving to Idaho now have to register here only if they were 
already obligated to do so in their former state of residence. It imposes no 
more burden on persons moving into Idaho from a state where they already 
had to register and it assists the state in monitoring sex offenders as they 
move into the state. 
WHEREFORE, the State respectfully requests that this Court DENY 
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss. 
DATED this * day of , 2008. 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
L/ Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certifL that on the 2nd day of April, 2008, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing STATE'S RESPONSE TO DEFENSE MOTION TO 
DISMISS INFORMATION was forwarded by interoffice mail to: 
PUBLIC DEFENDER OFFICE 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
ORIGINAL ' 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
500 Government Way Suite 600 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446-1 700; Fax: (208) 446- 1701 
Bar Number: 6 154 
STATE OF IDAHD 
COUNTY OF H O O T E H A I ~ ~ S  
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
1 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
) Felony 
v. ) 
) REPLY TO 




Defendant, by and through his attorney, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender, hereby 
replies to the State's response concerning dismissal of the Information because it grants 
privileges to Idaho citizens while burdening out-of-state travelers moving to Idaho. 
A recent federal case reviewed a statutory scheme that required some probationers who 
move to Pennsylvania to register as sex offenders while not requiring that be done with 
Pennsylvania residents. The Court held that such discrimination was not allowed. As concluded 
in Doe v. Pennsylvania Bd. O o b a t i o n  and Parole, 513 F.3d 95 at 1 12 (3rd Cir. 2008): 
In summary, we note that Pennsylvania's interest in protecting its 
citizens from sexually violent predators is certainly compelling. 
However, subjecting out-of state sex offenders to community 
notification without providing equivalent procedural safeguards as 
given to in-state sex offenders is not rationally related to that goal. 
The judgment of the District Court will be affirmed. 
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Although that case involved an interpretation of an inter-state compact statute, the 
principle is similar to the case at bar - the Idaho statutes subject out-of-state sex offenders to 
regulations without providing equivalent requirements to in-state offenders. 
Conclusion 
The Information should be dismissed. 
DATED this day of April, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
BY: 
DENNIS REUTER- 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the 7*Y-- day of April, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
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Case ID: 0003 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Pers. Attorney: 
Co-Defendant(s): 
State Attorney: Gardner, Donna 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 





1555: 13 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
ARRAIGNMENT, MTN TO DISMISS, DEF PRESENT 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES041408P Page 5, ... 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
JUST MTN TO DISMISS TODAY. ASK RESET ARRN NEXT 
WEEK, IF NEEDED 
State Attorney: Gardner, Donna 
NO OBJ 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
THE WAY STATUTE IS WRITTEN, PUTS BURDEN ON THE 
INTERSTATE RIGHT TO TRAVEL. 
IF HE LIVED IN IDAHO AT THE TIME THE CRIME 
OCCURRED IN IDAHO, HE WOULDN'T 
HAVE TO REGISTER. BUT COMMITTED CRIME IN 
ANOTHER STATE AND MOVED TO IDAHO. 
State Attorney: Gardner, Donna 
WILL MOSTLY SUBMIT ON THE BRIEF STATE FILED. 
STATUTE HAD BEEN CORRECTED 
STATE'S INTEREST ARE MET. BURDEN TO REGISTER 
ARE OUTWEIGHED SO PEOPLE DON'T 
COME TO THIS STATE WITH PURPOSE NOT TO 
REGISTER. 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
HAVE READ BRIEFING BY BOTH PARTIES. GOOD 
BRIEFS. 1984 CONVICTION IN WASH 
THAT REQUIRED HIM TO REGISTER. MOVED TO IDAHO 
IN 2007. WAS REQUDED WHEN 
HE MOVED TO IDAHO. PERSON WHO HAS TO REGISTER, 
NOT ONLY CONVICTED, BUT HAD 
TO REGISTER IN THE STATE THEY CAME AT THE TIME 
THEY CAME TO IDAHO. NOT 
. PURSUASIVE, IF HAS TO REGISTER IN WASH AND MOVES 
TO IDAHO, STILL HAS TO 
REGISTER. NO DETERENCE TO THE RIGHT OF FREE 
TRAVEL. MAINTAIN THE STATUS 
QUO. COURT FINDS LIGIMATE STATE INTEREST FOR ID 
NOT BE HAVEN FOR RESIDENTS 
TO MOVE HERE. COURT IS NOT GOING TO GRANT THE 
MTN TO DISMISS. ARGUMENT RE: 
VAGUENESS. DICKERSON COURT, NO AMBIGUITY IN 
STATUTE. MTN TO DISMISS IS 
DENIED. STATE TO PRESENT ORDER. 
CONTINUE TO PLEA CHANGE TO THIS FRIDAY, APRIL 1 8 
AT 11 :00 AM. 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES041408P Page 6, ... 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DlSTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTJ7 OF KOOTENAI ZOO8 APR 16 12: 35 
STATE OF IDAHO 1 Case No. CRF 08-3443 
Plaintiff 1 
1 ORDER DErnDJG 
VS. ) MOTION TO DISMISS 
1 INFORMATION 
RICHARD YEOMAN, 1 
Defendant 1 
The above entitled matter came on for a MOTION TO DISMISS INFORMATION before the 
Honorable Judge Haynes on April 14,2008. The defendant was personally present, along with the 
Defendant's attorney of record, Dennis Reuter, and Donna Gardner, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney. 
Argument was given. Based upon such, the Court then ruled as follows: 
HEREBY FINDS AND ORDERS: 
That the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Information is hereby denied. 
DATED t h s  (L  day of \ ,2008. 
u d  
JUDGE &ES 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the /@ dayof ~2008,thatatruea~idcorrectcopyof 
the foregoing were mailed/delivered y regular U.S. il, postage prepaid, Interoffice Mail, Hand 
Delivered or Faxed to: 
~ r o s e c u t 6 ~ ~ q i 6  - ( -~3?  Defense Attorney ? D  y qb -( 70 -1 Defei~dant 
KCPSB Auditor Police Agency 
Bonding Co. Other 
DANIEL ENGLISH 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO 
DISMISS INFORMATION 1 
Court Minutes: 
Session: HAYNES041808A 
Session Date: 0411 812008 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Reporter: Johnson, Laurie 
Division: DIST 
Session Time: 08:OO 
Courtroom: Courtroom8 











Case ID: 00 10 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Pers;-Attorney:--- - - 
Co-Defendant(~): 
State Attorney: Swenson, Blake 




Court Minutes Session: HAYNES041808A Page 35, ... 
Case called 
10:05:37 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Arraignment in District Court 
10:05:44 State Attorney: Swenson, Blake 
10:06:01 Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
Enter NG - set for PTC and ST - Rule 1 1 - not 
prepared to enter plea - 






10:07: 19 Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Understands charge - fail to register as sex 
offender - 
10:07:4 1 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Also charged wlpersistence offender 
10:07:50 Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Understands 
10:08: 10 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Reads accusations. Reviews max penalties and 
fines, reviews minimum pen time 
10:09:08 Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
-- -- - - - - - - -- 
Understands3i.PLEAD-TO-FAILTO REGISTER -- - - - -- 
NG 
10:09:20 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Set trial 612 - JT - 2 day JT 6/2/08 at 9:00 am, 
PTC May 22,2008 at 8:00 am 
10:lO: 15 Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
1'11 be moving to have def released so he can 
take care of a pending WA 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES041808A Page 36, ... 
10: 10:27 matter, state not aware of the request today. 
I'll file that. 
10: ! 0:44 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Bond reduction notice requires five days. 
10: 1 1 :02 Stop recording 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES041808A Page 37, ... 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
501 N. Government WayIPO Box 9000 
Coeur dlAlene, ID 83 8 16-9000 
Telephone: (208) 446-1 800 
ASSIGNED ATTORNEY: 
DONNA GARDNER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE OF IDAHO . 
COUNTI OF K O D I ~ ~ ~ ~ ) S S  
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. F08-3443 
Plaintiff, ) 
VS. 1 WITNESS LIST 
) 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN, 
) 
Defendant. ) 
The Plaintiff may call the following witnesses at trial, although not necessarily in the same 
order as listed. 
1. DEPUTY MORTENSEN, KCSD, COEUR D'ALENE, ID 
2. SHAWN BARNES, 320 E. COEUR D'ALENE LAKE DR., COEUR D'ALENE, ID 
PH: 704-8735 
3. SANDY DELBRIDGE, KOOTENAI COUNTY DRIVER'S LICENSE, COEUR 
D' ALENE, ID 
DATED this day of flM, ,2008. 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
rosecuting Attorney 
WITNESS LIST 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certi@ that on the k day of ,%, 2008, r true and correct copy of the 





Session Date: 05/22/2008 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Reporter: Johnson, Laurie 
Division: DIST 
Session Time: 08:OO 
Courtroom: Courtroom8 














Case ID: 0001 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
- - -  
Pers. Attorney: 
Co-Defendant(s):- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- - - - -. 
State Attorney: Gardner, Donna 
Public Defender: Anderson, Staci 




Court Minutes Session: HAYNES052208A Page 1, ... 
Case called 
07:22:2 1 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
PTC, DEF IN CUSTODY 
07:23: 19 Public Defender: Anderson, Staci 
CONDITIONAL PLEA 
07:25:0 1 Stop recording 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES052208A Page 2, .. 
Recording Started: 
Case recalled 
Public Defender: Anderson, Staci 
LEAVE SET FOR TRIAL. HAD RULE 11 AS FAR AS 
WITHDRAWING PLEA IF APPEAL 
GRANTED IN DISMISSING CHARGE. STATE NOT RULE 11 
WITH NO FURTHER JAIL TIME 
AND O.R. TODAY. 
2 DAYS 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
2 DAYS. 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
NOT HAD ENOUGH TIME WITH ATTORNEY. 
Public Defender: Anderson, Staci 
LEAVE SET FOR 612 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
JURY N S T  DUE 5 DAYS PRIOR 
Stop recording 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES052208A Page 15, ... 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Kootenai 
) 
AT ( '. AT O'clock 
I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
1. KEVIN BAILEY, 
2. RICHARD YEOMAN, 
3. JONATHAN PACKER, 
4. NATHAN KING, 
5. JOSEPH CHAMBERS, 








The # I  above captioned cases remain active and scheduled for trial commencing Monday, June 
2,2008, at 9:00 a.m. Any remaining cases will be tried on a to-follow basis in the order listed above. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that counsel and parties are to be prepared to begin their respective 
trials at such time or as soon thereafter as trials with higher priority have concluded. In the event that the 
#I case settles prior to the trial date, the trailing case will be advanced to start Monday morning at 9:00 
a.m. If the # I  case settles on the day scheduled to begin trial, the next trailing case would commence with 
jury selection at 1:15 p.m. on fvbnday. If the #I and #2 cases both settle on the dayscheduled to begin 
trial, any trailing cases will begin at 9:00 a.m. on Tuesday of the trial week. It will be the responsibility of the 
parties to keep themselves informed of the status of all cases higher in priority. 
If any cases are not heard in the week of June 2, 2008, they will begin on June 9, 2008, at 9:00 
a.m., and will be tried on a to-follow basis. 
Dated this day of h, ,2008. 
L w s t n q  L . ' A m i d  
LANSING-~. HAYNI~S 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
') 1 The undersigned hereby certifies that on the ~ o -  day of 
copy of the foregoing Order Setting Trial Priority was faxed to: 
bktc/ ,2008, a true and correct 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
(David Whipple, Donna Gardner, Blake Swenson) 
Fax: 208-446-1 833 
Kootenai County Public Defender 
(Staci Anderson, Anne Taylor, Dennis Reuter, Val Siegel) 
Fax: 208446-1 701 
John Redal 
Fax: 208-676-8680 
Trial Court Administrator 
Fax: 208-446-1 224 
Bailiff's Office 
Fax: 208-446-1 766 
DANIEL ENGLISH 
CLERK OF THE COURT 





Session Date: 05/29/2008 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Reporter: Johnson, Laurie 
Division: DIST 
Session Time: 1359 
Courtroom:, Courtroom9 










Case ID: 0006 
Case Number: CFU008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Pers. Attorney: 
Co-Defendant(s): 
State Attorney: Gardner, Donna 
- - 





15:49:41 Add Ins: HEARING, PLEA CHANGE 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES052908Pl Page 1, ... 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
DF IS IN CUSTODY 
I DO HAVE AMENDED INFORMATION IN FILE 
Add Ins: HEARING, PLEA CHANGE 
Add Ins: REUTER, DENNIS 
PLEA AGREEMENT, DF WILL PLEA GUILTY TO FAIL TO 
REGISTER AS SEX OFFENDER. 
STATE TO DISMISS PERSISTANT VIOLATOR, STATE 
WILL RECOMEND PROBATION WITH NO 
ADDITIONAL JAIL TIME PROVIDED NO PROBLEMS. 
THERE IS A PENDING WASHINGTON 
MATTER AND A HOLD FROM WASHINGTON. IF HE IS IN 
CUSTODY AND UNABLE TO MAKE 
APPTS NOT TO BE VIOLATION 
State Attorney: Gardner, Donna 
OR'RELEASE IS AGREEMENT 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
UNDERSTAND THE PLEA AGREEMENT. RECOMENDATION IS 
PROBATION. NO MORE LOCAL 
JAIL, YES, UNDERSTAND. IF VIOLATE STATE IS 
RELEAVED FROM AGREEMENT, 
UNDERSTAND ALL THIS 
UNDERSTAND OR RELEASE IS UP TO COURT 
CORRECT NAME AND DOB AND SS# ACCURATE ON AMENDED 
INFORMATION, UNDERSTAND ALL 
RIGHTS, NO QUESTIONS OF ATTORNEY. 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
TRIAL RIGHTS GIVEN 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
-UNDERSTAND, WAIVE TRIAL RIGHTS, NO QUESTIONS O F -  - ---- - - - - - - 
RIGHTS GIVEN UP. UNDERSTAND 
MAX PENALTIES. NOT UNDER INFLUENCE DRUGIALC. 
47 YEARS OLD. 2 YEARS OF 
COLLEGE. UNDERSTAND ATTORNEY. READ AND 
UNDERSTAND ENGLISH. 
WAIVE READING OF AMENDED INFORMATION 
YES, ON PERSCRIPTION MEDICINE. NOT ILL TODAY. 
CAN THINK CLEARLY TODAY. 
ENOUGH TIME WITH ATTORNEY 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES052908Pl Page 2, ... 
PLEA GUILTY TO FAIL TO REGISTER AS SEX OFFENDER 
SWORN FOR TESTIMONY, UNDERSTAND ALL RIGHTS. 
FREE AND VOLUNTARY GUILTY PLEA. 
NO PROMISES OR THREATS FOR PLEA. SATISFIED WITH 
ATTORNEY 
YES, UNDERSTAND INFORMATION, AGREE WITH IT 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
ACCEPT PLEA, FREENOLUNTARY PLEA. ORDER PSI, 
NO EVALUATIONS, SET 
SENTENCING 712 1/08 330PM 
State Attorney: Gardner, Donna 
ALL OTHER CRIMES IN STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
MINIMUM CONTACT WITH THIS STATE. 
HIS INTENTION IS TO RE ESTABLISH RESIDENCE IN 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, IF HE CAN 
COMPLY WITH ALL THE LAWS INCLUDING REGISTERING. 
STATE WILLING TO GIVE HIM 
SHOT AT SUPERVISED PROBATION IN STATE OF 
WASHINGTON 
Add Ins: REUTER, DENNIS 
PRIOR SEX OFFENSE, 25 YEARS AGO. HE WAS LIVING 
IN MOTEL. HE HAS 
GIRLFRIEND, HE WANTS TO GO TO SCHOOL. WANTS TO 
ESTALBISH TIES WITH 
WASHINGTON AGAIN. HE HAS BEEN IN CUSTODY 
SINCE ARREST. 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
I AM DOING APPRENTICESHIP FOR ALL FIRE EQUIPMENT 
SERVICES. I AM ON 
DISABILITY NOW. WILL BE GOING TO SCHOOL. WILL 
STAY IN TOUCH. SCHOOL START 
JUNE 25TH. ALOT OF POSITIVES FOR ME. 
- -- - -- - - -- - -- - - - -- _ _-- 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
REVIEWS CONDITIONS FOR OR RELEASE. 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
AGREE TO ALL CONDITIONS 
2928 E DIAMOND #4 SPOKANE WA 992 17 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
OR RELEASE IS GRANTED. 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES052908Pl Page 3, ... 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
500 W. GardenJBox 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 838 16 
Telephone: (208) 446- 1800 
Assigned Attorney: 
DONNA GARDNER 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) CASE NO. CRF 08-3443 
Plaintiff, ) 
) AMENDED INFORMIATION 
VS. 1 
) 




WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Kootenai, State of 
Idaho, who prosecutes in its behalf, comes now into Court, and does accuse RICHARD THOMAS 
M. YEOMAN with the crime of FATLURE TO REGISTER AS A SEX OFFENDER, Idaho Code 
5518-8307,19-2514, committed as follows: 
That the defendant, RICHARD THOMAS M. YEOMAN, on or about October of 2007 
through the gTH day of February, 2008, in the County of Kootenai, State of Idaho, did, while having a 
lawful duty to register as a sex offender, fail to register with the Kootenai County Sheriff within two 
(2) days of coming into Kootenai County for the purpose of residing or being temporarily domiciled in 
Kootenai County, all of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case made 
and provided and against the peace and dignity of the People of the State of Idaho. 
AMENDED INFORMA TION: Page I 
PART I1 
The Prosecuting Attorney further informs the Court that the defendant, RICHARD THOMAS 
M. YEOMAN, while committing the offense of FAILURE TO REGISTER AS A SEX 
OFFENDER, a Felony, Idaho Code 818-8307, as charged in the Amended Information, has 
previously plead guilty to at least two (2) separate felony offenses, and, pursuant to Idaho Code § 19- 
25 14, is properly considered a persistent violator. Defendant's previous felony offenses consist of the 
following: 
1) RAPE IN THE SECOND DEGREE, King County, State of Washington, Case 
Number 83-1-02706-0 SEA, date of sentence July 20,1984; 
2) POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, Grant County, State of 
Washington, Case Number 02-1-00109-5, date of sentence January 14,2003; 
3) THEFT 11, NO FIREARM, Grant County, State of Washington, Case Number 
02-1-00644-5, date of sentence January 14,2003; 
4) THEFT I, Grant County, State of Washington, Case Number 04-1-00223-3, date 
of sentence August 24,2004; 
5) FORGERY, Grant County, State of Washington, Case Number 04-1-00558-5, 
date of sentence August 25,2004; 
all of whch is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case made and provided for 
and against the peace and dignity of the People of the State of Idaho. 
DATED this %a day of ~ k h y /  , 2008. 
WILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
AMENDED INFORMA TION: Page 2 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the L2& of F&9 ,2008, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing was caused to be mailed andlor axed to: 
PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE 
AMENDED INFORMA TZON: Page 3 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI COUNTY 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 838 16-9000 
Phone: (208) 446- 1700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar number: 6 1 54 
S ~kii't OF iDAHO 
C o u H i Y  OF KooTENAl t ss 
FILED: 
2698 RAY 29 PH 4: 50 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
1 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
1 Felony 
v. 1 
) RULE 11 CONDITIONAL PLEA 
RICHARD YEOMAN, 1 
1 
Defendant. 1 
In accordance with Rule 1 1 (a)(2) of the Idaho Criminal Rules, the above named 
Defendant, by and through his attorney Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender, and the State of 
Idaho agree that the Defendant (1) may enter a conditional plea of guilty to the charge of failing 
to register as a sex-offender in this case, (2) reserves the right to appeal the earlier entered court 
ruling denying his motion to dismiss this charge, and (3) shall be allowed to withdraw his plea of 
guilty if he prevails on appeal. 
. T- 
G-- 
DATED this cX/ day of May, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
C$NNqY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
BY: 
DENNIS REUTER 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
CONDITIONAL PLEA 
DATED this day of May, 2008. 
DATED this 
37-94 w 
day of May, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI COUTY 
J?-TINING ATTORNEY 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the ?Q day of May, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai C unty Prosecutor 
bl;ice-P.ae7., 
. CONDITIONAL PLEA 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI COUNTY 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 838 16-9000 
Phone: (208) 446- 1 700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar number: 6 1 54 
S'i;\TE OF IDAHO 
C O U H T Y  O F  
FILED: 
kl 
2008 BAY 2 9 Pfl S: 50 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 








Based upon the Stipulation of the parties, and the approval of the Court, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant is allowed to enter a Conditional Plea in 
the above-referenced matter, as set forth in the written "Conditional Plea" filed with the Court. 
DATED this day of May, 2008. 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the fore oing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the day of May, 2008 addressed to: 
(// Kootenai County Public Defender 
~ K o o t e n a i  County Prosecutor 
ORDER ALLWOING CONDITIONAL PLEA 1 
FIL -. 
AT S 0 , OCLOCK_CC~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
The above case having come before the Court on the below date and the Court having 
considered the factors in I.C.R. 46, now therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that bail be set in the amount of $ 
and the following are established as the conditions of release: 
D L  





THE DEFENDANT SHALL: 
I . ~ ~ o m m i t  no new criminal offenses greater than an infraction (a finding of probable cause on a 
subsequent offense is sufficient to revoke bail); 
2 . f l g n  waiver of extradition and file with the Court; 
3 X ~ a k e  all court appearances timely; 
4 F 0  NOT consume alcohol or controlled substancesw i.lhco uk pres~~rka.v- 
5 i m p t l y  notify the Court and defense counsel of any change of address; 
6 9 a i n t a i n  regular contact with defense counsel; 
7. L7 Do NOT drive, operate or be in physical control of a motor vehicle without a valid license and 
Insuraraw ; - - - -- - - - - -- - - - -- - - - 
8. L7 Obtain a Substance AbuseIBatterer's Evaluation from an approved evaluator by: 
9. Submit to urinalysis testing times monthly through [ ] Global (addresslphone below) 
~ Y Y  3 
CASE NO. CR- D 8 - 
ORDER SETTING BAIL or 
RELEASE ON OWN RECOGNIZANCE and 
CONDITIONS 
[ ] Other and authorize results to be provided to 
Court, Prosecuting Attorney's office; 
10. L7 Report to Pre-trial Services; 
1 1 .  Other: 
Defendant has acknowledged these conditions in open court, and is advised that a violation of any 
term may result in the defendant being returned to jail. 
Date: 
Copies TO: l$osecutor ip court [ ] interoffice 
nefense Counsel E n  court [ ] interoffice 
@$fendant ~n court [ ] interoffice 
&il FAX 446- 1407 
Pre-trial Services FAX: 446- 1990 
Global FAX: 664-6045 
2201 Govt. Way, Suite C 
CD'A, ID Ph: 664-6299 
C67 
ORDER SETTING BAIL AND CONDITIONS OF RELEASE PAO-1001 2/07 
state or Idaho jss 
County of Kootenai 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) case NO. CRF W Q  - . a d 3  
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER FOR EVALUATION(S) 
VS. 1 AND SETTING SENTENCING 
een found guilty by jury trial 
to: 
IT IS ORDERED that not later than the next business dav after the date of this order you must 
phvsicallv report to Probation & Parole, 202 Anton, Coeur dlAlene, ldaho (2081769-1444) and comply with 
conditions of the presentence investigation. The presentence report is due seven (7) days prior to the 
sentencing hearing. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that your continued release is conditioned upon your making and keeping 
all appointments with Probation & Parole, complying with all conditions of the presentence investigator, and 
obtaining any or all of the following evaluations. You must obtain any evaluation checked below. 
Psychosexual Evaluation 
Substance Abuse Evaluation 
Domestic Violence Evaluatio 
- - - - --- - - - -- -- - 
YOU ARE ORDERED to appear for sentencing on 
DATED this day of hau ,20 0 8. 
\ 
Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the copies of the foregoing Order 
were mailed, po 
Defense Attorney: R Interoffice D Mailed 
Defendant: k@n court R Interoffice R Mailed 
Probation & Parole: D In Court CI Interoffice w a x e d  
Prosecuting Attorney: , ( !L?& v n  Court D Interoffice D Mailed 
Other: R In Court R Interoffice D Mailed 
0 4 8  
n n n m  cnn F \ l A l  I  I A T l n N l C r  A N n  SFTTING SFNTENCING DC 010 Rev. 3-06 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446-1 700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 61 54 
S lATE OF IDAHC; 
COUNTY OF K O O T E N A I ~ "  
FILED: 
2293.11.Idfd A \  9: 1; l 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
) Felony 
v. 1 
) MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING 




Defendant, by and through his attorney, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender hereby 
moves the Court for an Order continuing the sentencing now set for July 21,2008. 
This motion is made on the grounds that Mr. Yeoman is still in custody in Washington 
awaiting resolution of a case in that state. (There was a warrant outstanding for this Washington 
matter and a hold on Mr. Yeoman in relation to that case when he was released following aplea 
in that case. 
The probation officer assigned to prepare the PSI in this case is aware of the incarceration 
and has sent paperwork to Mr. Yeoman at the Washington jail. 
MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING Page I 
* 
DATED this / 7 day of June, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
CO TY PUBLIC DEFENDER A 
BY: 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foreg i was personally served by placing a w copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on t h e a  day of June, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING Page 2 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446-1 700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 6 154 
STk' iE CIF IDAHO 
C O U K i Y  OF I ( O O T E H I I ~ S S  
FILED: 
2008 JUL 1 8 PH 1 : 43 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
Plaintiff, 1 Felony 
1 
v. ) 
) ORDER TO CONTINUE SENTENCING 




The Court having before it the Motion to Continue Sentencing and good cause appearing, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the sentencing set for July 21,2008 is continued and 
$1. 
reset for the 7 day of 7 , 2 0 0 8 , a t  3130 AM@ 
DATED this / ,f day of July, 2008. 
HON. LANSING HAYNES 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the ! J' day of July, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Public Defender (446-1 701) 
Kootenai County Prosecutor (446-1 833) 
P V b  I- ( k ~ ~ l k  764- Iqf'l 
ORDER TO CONTINUE SENTENCING Page 1 
071 
Q 
STATE OF IDAHC 
COUNTY OF 
FILED. 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender I !  4 -/ 9: PO Box 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446- 1 700; Fax: (208) 446- 1 70 1 
Bar Number: 6 1 54 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) 




RICHARD T. YEOMAN, ) MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING 
) 
Defendant. ) 
Defendant, by and through his attorney, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender hereby 
moves the Court for an Order continuing the sentencing now set for August 7,2008. 
This motion is made on the grounds that Mr. Yeoman still has NOT received the PSI 
report, for which corrections will be needed based upon recent telephone calls. Another copy of 
the PSI report was maild to him this date - August 4,2008. - 
Defendant Richard Yeoman has been released from custody in Washington, and has 
started job training, signing up for school and is obtaining documents for sentencing. 
A two-week continuance would be sufficient. 
SECOND MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING Page 1 
G72 
DATED this q k d a y  of August, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
BY: 
DENNIS REUTER 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the vc" day of August, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
SECOND MOTION TO CONTINUE SENTENCING Page 2 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dtAlene, Idaho 83 8 14 
Phone: (208) 446- 1 700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 6 154 
S'CATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF K O ~ T E N A ~ ~ S S  
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
Plaintiff, ) Felony 
) 
v. 1 
) ORDER TO CONTINUE SENTENCING 




The Court having before it the Motion to Continue Sentencing and good cause appearing, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the sentencing set for August 7,2008 is continued and 
St 
2 1 day of reset for the ,2008,at 1:s 0 'PM. 
DATED this 5 day of August, 2008. 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregzing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the .5 day of August, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Public Defender (446-1 701) 
Kootenai County Prosecutor (446- 1 833) 
ORDER TO CONTINUE SENTENCING Page 1 
Court Minutes: 
Session: HAYNES082 108P 
Session Date: 08/21/2008 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Reporter: Johnson, Laurie 
Division: DIST 
Session Time: 13 : 13 
Courtroom: Courtroom2 
Clerk(s): Barker, Candy 





Case ID: 0002 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD THOMAS 
Pers. Attorney: 
Co-Defendant(s): 







13:35:46 Add Ins: SENTENCING 
13:35:48 Add Ins: REUTER, DENNIS 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES082108P Page 2, ... 
13:35:5 1 Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD THOMAS 
NOT PRESENT 
13:35:56 State Attorney: Whipple, David 
13:36:06 Add Ins: REUTER, DENNIS 
DEF IS IN SPOKANE VALLEY JAIL AS OF YESTERDAY, 
TALKED TO CITY PD THERE, HE 
13 :36:20 WAS CHARGED WIPETIT THEFT, DON'T KNOW WHEN HE IS 
GOING TO BE OUT, BECAUSE OF 
13:36:35 THAT HE HAS AN OSC DWP HERE, SHE DOESN'T KNOW 
HOW LONG HE IS GOING TO BE IN. 
13:36:48 EITHER CONTINUE CASE OR GET BW. 
13 :36:59 State Attorney: Whipple, David 
ASK FOR BW IN THIS MATTER. 
13:37:07 Add Ins: REUTER, DENNIS 
DEF WAS RELEASED OR UPON HIS PLEA OF GLTY. 
13:37:23 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
ISSUE WARRANT FOR HIS ARREST - 
13:37:31 State Attorney: Whipple, David 
ASK FOR $25,000 BAIL 
13:37:41 Add Ins: REUTER, DENNIS 
THAT'S MORE THAN ENOUGH, ONCE HE GETS BACK OVER 
HERE, HE WON'T BE ABLE TO 
13:37:5 1 POST BOND ANYWAY 
13:37:54 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
ISSUE BW $25,000 BOND 
-- 
13:38:20 State Attorney: Whipple, David 
WILL DISMISS PART I1 - PROVIDES ORDER TO COURT 
13:38:43 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
MOTION TO DISMISS PART I1 BY STATE - COURT WILL 
SIGN WIO OBJECTION 
13:39: 12 Stop recording 
(On Recess) 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES082108P Page 3, ... 
MTILLIAM J. DOUGLAS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
501 Go\$. WayBox 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 8 1 6 
Telephone: (208) 446-1 SO0 
ASSIGNED ATTORNEY: 
DONNA GARDNER 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 0% - 3443 
1 CASE NO. CRF 83.28536 
Plaintiff, j 
1 MOTION TO DISMISS 
VS. 1 PART n 
1 
RICHARD \%OMAN, 1 
1 
Defendant. j 
COMES NOW, DONNA GARDNER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Kootenai County, 
Idaho, and hereby moves the above entitled Court for an order dismissing PART 11, PERSISTENT 
VIOLATOR, in the above entitled matter. 
This motion is based on a plea agreement. 
fl 
DATED this i(- day of Av c LC 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the day of , 2008, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was caused to be faxed and/or hand delivered andlor mailed by regular mail, postage 
prepaid to: 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 
MOTION TO DISMISS PART I1 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
1 CASE NO. CFS 08-3443 
Plaintiff, 1 
1 ORDER TO DISMISS 
1 PART II 
1's. 1 
1 
R I O  YEOMAN, 1 
1 
Defendant. ) 
The Court having before it the above State's motion, and good cause appearing now, 
therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that PART 11, PERSISTENT VIOLATOR, in the above named 
case are dismissed. 
ENTERED thls & day of bLL3. ,2008. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the 3 \ day of that a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing were mailedldelivered by regular prepaid, Interoffice Mail, Hand 
Delivered, or Faxed to: 
F& Q ~ L  ./QO (
~ r o s e c u t o u  Qq b .\%33 Defense ~ t t o r n e ~ p ~  Defendant ' 
KCPSB Auditor Police Agency 
Bonding Co. Other 
DANIEL ENGLISH 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT . 
ORDER TO DISMISS PART I1 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446-1700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 6 154 
STATE OF ID AH^^ 
C O U N T Y  OF HOOTEI:DISSI 
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
Plaintiff, 1 Fel 
) 
V. ) MOTION TO QUASH WARRANT 
1 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
Defendant, by and through his attorney, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender, hereby 
moves the Court for an Order quashing the warrant previously issued herein, and to set a new 
Court date for sentencing. 
Circumstances 
On the-date set - - for -- - sentencing, - - August --- . - 2 --- 1, the - - defendant - - Richard Yeoman was in custody 
- 
at the Spokane County jail. By the next day, however, he had bonded out and contacted defense 
counsel within days thereafter with information about his activities, which included attending the 
birth of his son. He was asked to send proof of this information so it could be attached to this 
Motion to Quash the Warrant. The items arrived this date. 
Richard is employed and receiving training for a higher paid position. (See the attached 
letter from James Griffith.) 
MOTION TO QUASH WARRANT Page 1 
079 
Richard has signed up for college courses. (See the attached schedule.) 
Richard has a new-born so See the attached information 
and rather poorly-copied photos.) 
Counsel requests that this motion be set for hearing in order to present oral argument, 
evidence and/or testimony in support thereof. Requested time is 5 minutes. ' 
DATED this ye day of September, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the fore oing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the @ day of September, 2008, addressed 
to: - 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
- 
- 
MOTION TO QUASH WARRANT Page 2 
Court Minutes: 
Session: SWANSTROM090408I 
Session Date: 09/05/2008 
Judge: Swanstrom, Don 
Reporter: 









Session Time: 13:34 
Court interpreter(s): 
Courtroom: Courtroom6 
Case ID: 001 1 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
.Plaintiff Attorney: 










Court Minutes Session: SWANSTROM0904081 Page 24, ... 
Judge: Swanstrom, Don 
ARKN 
JUDGE HAYNES ISSUED A BW FOR FTA TO A SENTENCING 
HRG 
SET BAIL AT 25K 
YOUR LAWYER HAS FILED A MTN TO SQUASH A WARRANT 
REFER TO JUDGE HAYNES 
UNABLE TO LOWER BAIL DUE TO JURISDICTION 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
DESCRIBES CIRCUMSTANCES 
Stop recording 
Court Minutes Session: SWANSTROM0904081 Page 25, ... 
Court Minutes: 
Session: HAYNES09 1008P 
Session Date: 09/10/2008 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Reporter: Johnson, Laurie 
Division: DIST 
Session Time: 03:OO 
Courtroom: Courtroo 10 
Clerk(s): Taylor, Suzi 





Prob. Officer(s): n 
Court interpreter(s): t, 
Case ID: 0001 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Pers. Attorney: 
Co-Defendant(s): 
State Attorney: Swenson, Blake 







15: 1 1 :25 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
SENTENCING, DEF IN CUSTODY 
15: 12:09 HAVE READ PSI REPORT. 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES091008P Page 1. ... 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
ASK ATTACHMENTS TO MOTION TO QUASH BE MADE PART 
OF PSI. 
State Attorney: Swenson, Blake 
OBJ TO SECOND ATTACHMENT. 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
2ND SHEET IS CLASS SCHEDULE WHO IS SCHEDULED 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
I WILL HAVE TO ENROLL IN THE NEXT 2 WKS. 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
CLASS SCHEDULE HE INTENDS TO ENROLL IN. 
State Attorney: Swenson, Blake 
STILL OBJ TO PG 2. WHAT COLLEGE? 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
WILL MAKE THEM PART OF THE RECORD 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
CLARIFICATIONS TO PSI 
AROUND 6 MONTHS INCARCERATED 
COURT MAY WANT TO CONTINUE SENTENCING. 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
I UNDERSTAND THAT FROM THE STAND POINT OF 
DIFFERENT AGENCIES LIKE IDAHO, 
HINDSIGHT IS A GREAT THING AND I'VE LEARNED 
WHEREVER I GO, I NEED TO CHECK IN 
BEFOREHAND. TRYING TO MOVE FORWARD. MAIN GOAL 
IS TO COMPLETE MY DEGREE. I 
GET REALLY GOOD GRADES IN SCHOOL. 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
I TALKED TO DEF'S PD IN WASH. THERE ARE NO 
WARRANTS. HAS PTC HRG THIS 
FRIDAY. 
Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
PTC OR MOTION TO PLEAD. DROPPING CHARGE 
SIGNIFICANTLY. NO AWARE OF A PLEA 
AGREEMENT IN PLACE, MIGHT BE ONE. 
BEEN TOO LONG IN THE PAST NOW. IT IS KILLING 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES091008P Page 2, ... 
ME, EFFECTING RELATIONSHIPS, 
LEGALLY. MAKING POSITIVE STEPS, CLEAN AND 
SOBER. 
State Attorney: Swenson, Blake 
CRIMINAL CASES ON NCI NOT ON PSI. STRING OF 
ASSAULTS. HE IS REGISTERED SEX 
OFFENDER. FAILURE TO REGISTER. HE WAS OVER 
HERE 4.5 MONTHS. OCT TO FEB. 
UNDERSTATEMENT THAT HE HAS A BAD RECORD. WAS 
GIVEN FAVORABLE DEAL ON CASE, 
BUT PICKED UP IN WASH ON DRUG CHARGE AND NOW 
OPEN RECS. RESCHEDULED PSI 
INTERVIEW 2 TIMES DO TO WORK, BUT HASN'T WORKED 
SINCE 95. THEN SAID HE JUST 
HAD TO HELP FRIEND MOVE. FTP CHILD SUPPORT. IN 
ARREARS $5 1,000. PENDING 
FELONY CONVICTION IN SPOKANE. REQ 5 YRS, 3 
FIXED. 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
DID HAVE A CHILD, NOT HIS CHILD, BUT MARRIED AT 
THE TIME. HE HAS TO ADDRESS 
THAT IN COURT. DEF DOES HAVE MENTAL ISSUES. 
DIFFICULTIES. LOOK AT THE 
CRIME HE IS IN FRONT OF COURT FOR. 1 ST FAILURE 
TO REGISTER CONVICTION. 
FEW MONTHS IN A MOTEL IN ID CHECKING OUT IF HE 
AND GIRLFRIEND WANTED TO MOVE 
HERE. CHARGE THAT REQ'D HIM TO REGISTER IS FROM 
1983. WAS IN DOWNWARD 
SPIRIAL, WENT TO PRISON. HAS NEWBORN AND 
IMPORTANT FOR CHILD TO BOND. CAN'T 
GO BACK HOME TO WASH. HE COULD GET TRAVEL 
PERMIT FOR COURT ON FRIDAY. STUCK 
HERE IN IDAHO. VERY FRUSTRATING SITUATION. 
COMMUTE THE SENTENCE WOU-L E 
POSSIBILITY. DOES MAKE SOME SENSE. ASK COURT 
TO COMMUTE THE SENTENCE SO HE 
CAN GO BACK TO WASH OR CONT SENTENCING SO HE CAN 
GET ARRANGEMENT MADE AND 
COME BACK IN A FEW WKS OR A MONTH. 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
GUILTY OF FAILURE TO REGISTER. 4 FACTORS OF 
SENTENCING GIVEN. PRIOR 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES091008P Page 3. ... 
15:55:27 CONVICTIONS. TOTALITY OF CRIMINAL RECORD. 
SERIOUS OFFENSES FOR WHICH 
155757 SOCIETY IS PLACED AT RISK. 5 YRS, 3 FIXED, 2 
INDETERMINATE. SUBMIT TO DNA 
15:58:34 DATA BASE MOUTH SWAB, THUMB PRINT. 
155850 REMANDED TO CUSTODY OF BAILIFF. 
15:59:04 180 DAYS CREDIT FOR PRETRIAL INCARCERATION. 
15:59:26 Stop recording 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES091008P Page 4, ... 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE OF IDAHO 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
324 W. GARDEN AVENUE 
COEUR D'ALENE, IDAHO 83814 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 















On September 10, 2008, before the Honorable Lansing L. Haynes, District 
Judge, you, Richard Thomas Yeoman, personally appeared for sentencing. Also 
appearing were Blake Swenson, Deputy Prosecuting for Kootenai County, and your 
counsel, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender. 
-- - - - -  
WHEREUPON, the previously ordered ~resentence report having been filed, 
and the Court having ascertained that you have had an opportunity to read the 
presentence report and review it with your lawyer, and you having been given the 
opportunity to explain, correct or deny parts of the presentence report, and you having 
been given the opportunity to make a statement, and recommendations having been 
made by counsel for the State and by your lawyer, and there being no legal reason 
given why judgment and sentence should not then be pronounced, the Court did then 
pronounce its sentencing disposition. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that you, having been advised of and having waived 
your constitutional rights to: a) trial by jury; b) remain silent; and c) confront witnesses, 
JUDGMENT: CR-2008-0003443 
and thereafter having pled guilty to the criminal offense(s) charged in the Amended 
Information on file herein as follows: 
Failure to  Register as a Sex Offender, ldaho Code 5 18-8307, .19-2514, a 
felony. 
THAT YOU ARE GUILTY OF THE CRIME(S) SO CHARGED, and now, 
therefore, 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, pursuant to ldaho Code $19-2513, you are 
sentenced as follows: 
For a total unified sentence not to exceed five (5) years, commencing with a 
fixed period of three (3) years, to be followed by an additional 
indeterminate period of two (2) years. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that you are committed to the custody of the ldaho 
State Board of Correction on September 10, 2008. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that you are remanded to the custody of the 
Kootenai County Sheriff pending transport to the ldaho State Board of Correction. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that you will be given one hundred eighty days 
credit for time served on any sentence imposed on the above charge. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any bail posted in this matter shall be 
exonerated, provided that any deposit shall be applied pursuant to ldaho Code $19- 
2923. - 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that you shall comply with the provisions of the 
ldaho DNA and Genetic Marker Database Act of 1996 pursuant to ldaho Code $19- 
5506. 
NOTICE OF RIGHT TO APPEAL 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that you have a right to appeal this order to the 
ldaho Supreme Court. Any notice of appeal must be filed within forty-two (42) days of 
the entry of the written order in this matter. 
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you are unable to pay the costs of an 
appeal, you have the right to apply for leave to appeal in forma pauperis or to apply for 
the appointment of counsel at public expense. If you have questions concerning your 
right to appeal, you should consult your present lawyer. 
DATED this \ \  day of , 2008. 
L-inq L. Rw -3 
Lansing T h a y n e s  ' 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAlLlNGlSERVlCE 
I hereby certify that on the [ ( day of & ! k U  c2008, copies of the foregoing 
Judgment were mailed, postage prepaid, faxed, or sent by interoffice mail to: 
\/ Prosecuting Attorney for Kootenai County (fax 208-446-1 833) 
Public Defender for Kootenai County (fax 208-446-1701) 
V Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender via fax: (208) 446-1701 
/ Idaho Department of Correction (fax 208-327-7445) 
/ Probation & Parole (fax 208-769-1481) 
/ Kootenai County Sheriffs Department (fax 208-446-1407) 
DANIEL ENGLISH 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNT'Y OF KOOTENAI } ss 
FILED: 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 2flfl8 SFP I 1 AH 9: 34 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dtAlene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446- 1700; Fax: (208) 446- 1701 
Bar Number: 6154 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff7 ) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
Respondent, Fel 
V. ) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
1 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN, 
Defendant1 
Appellant. 1 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE 
CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT: 
1. The above named Appellant hereby appeals against the above named Respondent, 
the State of Idaho, to the Idaho Supreme Court from the final Judgment and Sentence entered in 
the above entitled matter on September 10,2008, the Honorable Lansing Haynes, presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the Judgment 
described above in paragraph one, is an appealable Judgment under and pursuant to Idaho 
Appellate Rule 1 1 (c)(l). 
3. The issues Appellant intends to assert in this appeal include, but are not 
necessarily limited to: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page 1 6 9 0  
(1) Error in not dismissing the Information as the statute as applied to Mr. Yeoman is 
unconstitutional. 
(2) Failure to obtain a mental health evaluation prior to sentencing. 
(3) Excessive sentence. 
4. Appellant requests the preparation of the entire reporter's standard transcript as 
defined in Rule 25 I.A.R., and to also include the following, pursuant to Rule 25 (b): 
Hearing - Motion to Dismiss - April 14,2008 (Laurie Johnson - appx. 30 pages) 
Hearing - Sentencing - September 10,2008. (Laurie Johnson - appx. 50 pages) 
5.  The Appellant requests the following documents to be included in the clerk's 
record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28 I.A.R.: Motion to Dismiss 
6 .  I hereby certify as follows: 
A. A copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served upon all court reporters from 
whom a transcript is requested. The name and address of each such reporter is marked below in 
the. Certificate of Service. 
B. The Appellant is exempt from paying the estimated transcript fee because the 
Appellant is an indigent who is represented by the Office of the Kootenai County Public 
Defender. 
C. The Appellant is exempt from paying the filing fee because the Appellant is an 
indigent who is represented by the Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender. 
D. The Appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the preparation of the 
record because the Appellant is an indigent who is represented by the Office of the Kootenai 
County Public Defender. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page 2 
G91 
E. Service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to Rule 20 
I.A.R., to wit the Kootenai County Prosecuting Attorney, and the Attorney General of Idaho 
pursuant to Section 67-1401 (1) Idaho Code. 
DATED this lWday of September, 2008. 




DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this \ \* day of September, 2008, served a true 
and correct copy of the attached NOTICE OF APPEAL via interoffice mail or as otherwise 
indicated upon the parties as follows: 
X --- Kootenai County Prosecuting Attorney via Interoffice Mail 
P.O. Box 9000 
Coeur d' Alene, Idaho 83 8 16-9000 
X -- Molly J. Huskey M First Class Mail 
State Appellate Public Defender [ J Certified Mail 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane [ J Facsimile (208) 334-2985 
- - -- - 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
-- x- Lawrence G.  Wasden First Class Mail 
Attorney General [ J Certified Mail 
P.O.Box 83720 [ J Facsimile (208) 854-8074 
Boise, Idaho 83720-00 10 
Reporter for District Judge Lansing Haynes, Laurie Johnson (Kootenai County, PO Box 
9000, Coeur d'Alene, ID 838 16) via Interoffice Mail 
NOTICE OF APPEAL Page 3 0 9 2  
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
400 Northwest Boulevard 
P 0 Box 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 838 1 6-9000 
Office (208) 446-1 700; FAX (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 61 54 
a i A l C  OF IDAHI: 
ZDUNTY O i  H O O T E H A I ) ~ '  
FILED: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
) 
) CASE NUMBER CRF-08-0003443 
1 Supreme Court Appeal 
Plaintiff, 1 
) MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
V.  ) APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER IN 
) DIRECT APPEAL; RETAINING TRIAL 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN, ) COUNSEL FOR RESIDUAL PURPOSES 
) 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, the above-named defendant, by and through his attorney, Dennis Reuter, 
Deputy Public Defender, hereby moves the court for an ORDER pursuant to Idaho Code 8 19-867, et 
seq., and Rule 13(b), (12) and (l9), for its ORDER appointing the State Appellate Public Defender's 
Office to represent the appellant in all further proceedings involving this appeal. This motion is 
brought on the grounds and for the reasons that the defendant is currently being represented by the 
. . - - -  -- - - -  - - 
Office of the Public Defender, Kootenai County; the State Appellate Public Defender is authorized 
by statute to represent the defendant in all felony appellate proceedings; and it is in the interest of 
justice, for them to do so ic this case since the defendant is indigent, and any further proceedings on 
this case will be amealed. 
&- 
DATED this 25 day of September, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
By:  \UG@=- 
DENNIS REUTE 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
IN DIRECT APPEAL; RETAINING TRIAL COUNSEL FOR RESIDUAL PURPOSES 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the ,?4+ day of Se$khv& ,2008, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing was mailed, postage prepaid, or sent by facsimile or interoffice mail to: 
Office of the Kootenai County Prosecutor 
% Interoffice Mail 
Molly J. Huskey 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, ID 83703 
% U. S. First Class Mail 
Lawrence G. Wasden 
Attorney General 
P 0 Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-00 10 
% U. S. First Class Mail 
Laurie Johnson 
Reporter for District Judge Lansing Haynes 
% Interoffice Mail 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
IN DIRECT APPEAL; RETAINING TRIAL COUNSEL FOR RESIDUAL PURPOSES 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
400 Northwest Boulevard 
P 0 Box 9000 
Coeur d1A1ene, Idaho 838 16-9000 
Office (208) 446- 1 700; FAX (208) 446- 1 70 1 
Bar Number: 6 154 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI Iss 
FILED: (n/ \ /& f  
ATc OCLOCK-.& M 
G E K ,  \STRICT COU 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
1 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) CASE NUMBER CRF-08-0003443 
Plaintiff, ) Supreme Court Appeal 
) 
V. ) ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE 
) APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER IN 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN, ) DIRECT APPEAL; RETAINING TRIAL 
) COUNSEL FOR RESIDUAL PURPOSES 
Defendant. ) 
TO: OFFICE OF THE IDAHO STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER; AND, 
DENNIS REUTER, DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER, KOOTENAI COUNTY. 
A Judgment having been entered by this court on September 11, 2008, and the defendant 
having requested the aid of counsel in pursuing a direct appeal from this District Court in this felony 
matter, and defendant's trial counsel having filed a timely notice of appeal, and the court being 
satisfied that said defendant continues to be a needy person entitled to public representation, 
therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, in accordance with I.C. 5 19-870, that the State Appellate 
Public Defender is appointed to represent defendant in all further proceedings involving this appeal. 
IT IS FURTHEK ORDERED that trial counsel shall remain as appointed counsel of record 
for all other matters involving action in the trial court which, if resulting in an order in defendant's 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER; RETAININGTRIAL COUNSEL FOR RESIDUAL PURPOSES 
favor, could affect the Judgment, Order or Sentencing in the action, until the expiration of the time 
limit for filing said motions or, if sought and denied, upon the expiration of the time for appeal of 
such ruling with the responsibility to decide whether or not a further appeal will be taken in such 
matters. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that trial counsel shall cooperate with the Office of State 
Appellate Public 
DATED this 2 
Defender 
b day 
in the prosecution of defendant's appeal. 
of September, 2008. 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the 1 day of ( b f i  ,2008, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing was mailed, postage prepaid, or sent by facsimile or interoffice mail to: 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender [ ] % Interoffice Mail 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender % FAX 208-446-1 701 
Office of the Kootenai County Prosecutor [ ] % Interoffice Mail 
[d % FAX 208-446-1 833 
Molly J. Huskey 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, ID 83703 
Lawrence G. Wasden 
Attorney General 
P 0 Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-001 0 
Supreme Court 
[ ] % U. S. First Class Mail 
[$ % FAX 208-334-2985 
[ ] % U: S.  First Class M G ~  v% FAX 208-854-8074 
[ ] % U.S. First Class Mail 
Q % FAX 208-334-26 16 
Laurie Johnson 
Reporter for District Judge Lansing Haynes 
0, )
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER; RETAININGTRIAL COUNSEL FOR RESIDUAL PURPOSES 
Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446- 1700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 6 154 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF WOOTENAI)SS 
FILED: 
2006 OCT 10 PH 4: 35 
SEy( DISTRICT f QU, 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
) 
V. ) MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
) OF SENTENCE PURSUANT TO 




Defendant by and through his attorney, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender, pursuant to 
Idaho Criminai Rule 35 requests the Court to reconsider the Judgment and Sentence entered herein 
August 21, 2008. This motion is made as a plea for leniency. 
Counsel requests a hearing be scheduled in order to present oral argumefit andlor testimony in 
support of the foregoing motion. Requested time is 30 minutes. 
DATED this /,o &day of October, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
OF SENTENCE PURSUANT TO I.C.R. 35 Page 1 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the 0- day of October, 2008, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
OF SENTENCE PURSUANT TO I.C.R. 35 Page 2 
MOLLY J. HUSKEY 
State Appellate Public Defender 
State of ldaho 
I.S.B. # 4843 
SARA 6. THOMAS 
Chief, Appellate Unit 
I.S.B. # 5867 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, ldaho 83703 
(208) 334-27 12 
STATE O; LIAHO 
COUNT': scG KDYITEI\JAI jss 
FILED 
7008 OCT 2 1 W W  8: 56 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR KOOTENAI COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
) 
1 CASE NO. CR 2008-3443 
i S.C. DOCKET NO. - 
\ 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN, i AMENDED 
1 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Defendant-Appellant. 1 
\ 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, KOOTENAI COUNTY PROSECUTOR, 501 
GOVERNMENT WAY, P.O. BOX 9000, COEUR D'ALENE, ID, 83816-1793, AND 
THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
- - - - - - -  - 
1. The above-named appellant appeals against the above-named 
- 
respondent to the ldaho Supreme Court from the Judgment entered in the above- 
entitled action on the I lth day of September, 2008, the Honorable Lansing L. 
Haynes, presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the ldaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under and pursuant to ldaho Appellate Rule (I.A.R.) I l(c)(l-10). 
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3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the appellant then 
intends to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal shall 
not prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal, are: 
(a) Did the district court err in not dismissing the Information as the 
statute applied to Mr. Yeoman is unconstitutional? 
(b) Did the district court err by not obtaining a mental health evaluation 
prior to sentencing? 
(b) Did the district court abuse its discretion by imposing an excessive 
sentence? 
4. There is a portion of the record that is sealed. That portion of the record 
that is sealed is the Presentence Investigation Report (PSI). 
5. Reporter's Transcript. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in I.A.R. 25(c). The appellant 
also requests the preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
(a) Motion to Dismiss Hearing held on April 14, 2008 (Court Reporter: 
- - - -  - - 
Laura Johnson, estimation of 30 pages); 
(b) Entrv of Guiltv Plea Hearina held on Mav 29, 2008 (Court Reporter: 
Laura Johnson, no estimation of pages was listed on the Register 
of Actions); 
(c) Sentencing Hearing held on September 10, 2008 (Court Reporter: 
Laura Johnson, estimation of 50 pages). 
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6. Clerk's Record. The appellant requests the standard clerk's record 
pursuant to I.A.R. 28(b)(2). The appellant requests the following documents to 
be included in the clerk's record, in addition to those automatically included under 
I.A.R. 28(b)(2): 
(a) Affidavit of Probable Cause filed Februarv 22, 2008; 
(b) Plaintiffs Response to Defense Motion to Dismiss lnformation filed 
April 2, 2008; 
(c) Reply Motion to Dismiss lnformation filed April 7 ,  2008; 
(d) Plaintiffs Witness List filed Mav 6, 2008; 
(e) Rule I I Conditional Plea filed Mav 29, 2008; and 
(f) Anv exhibits, includinrr but not limited to letters or victim impact 
statements, addendurns to the PSI or other items offered at 
sentencina hearinq. 
7. 1 certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Amended Notice of Appeal has been served on 
the Court Reporter, Laura Johnson; 
-- -- - - 
(b) That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the appellant is indigent. (Idaho 
Code 5s 31 -3220, 31 -3220A, I .A. R. 24(e)); 
(c) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a 
criminal case (I.C. 5s 31-3220, 31-3220A' I.A.R. 23(a)(8)); 
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(d) That arrangements have been made with Kootenai County who will 
be responsible for paying for the reporter's transcript, as the client 
is indigent, Idaho Code 5s 31 -3220, 31-3220A, I.A.R. 24(e); 
(e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to 1.A.R 20. 
DATED this 21' day of October, 2008. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 21'' day of October, 2008, caused a 
true and correct copy of the attached AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL to be 
placed in the United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
DENNIS REUTER 
KOOTENAI COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE 
500 GOVERNMENT WAY SUITE 300 
PO BOX 9000 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 9000 
LAURA JOHNSON 
COURT REPORTER 
PO BOX 9000 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 9000 
KOOTENAI COUNTY PROSECUTORS OFFICE 
501 GOVERNMENT WAY 
PO BOX 9000 
COEUR D ALENE ID 83816 1793 
KENNETH K JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 
PO BOX 83720 
BOISE ID 83720 0010 
Hand delivered to Attorney General's mailbox at Supreme Court 
HEAT HER R. CRAWFORD 
Administrative Assistant 
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Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dtAlene, Idaho 838 14 
Phone: (208) 446- 1700; Fax: (208) 446- 1 701 
Bar Number: 6 154 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 








Defendant by and through h s  attorney, Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender, hereby 
move the Court for an order continuing the Rule 35 hearing set for November 3,008. 
. Mr. Yeoman has asked that he be present, at least telephonically, for the hearing. 
Defense counsel is still obtaining mental health records from a Washington treatment center 
(from 2002). Other records and documents are-being sought as well. 
Additionally, not even 2 months as transpired since the sentencing in this case. 
DATED this y d  day of November, 2008. 
OFFICE OF THE KOOTENAI 
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
BY: 
DENNIS REUTER 
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
MOTION CONTINUE RULE 35 HEARING Page I 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the /qA day of May, 2007, addressed to: 
Kootenai County Prosecutor 
Qa~x?- 
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Court Minutes: 
Session: HAYNES 1 10308P 
Session Date: 11/03/2008 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Reporter: Johnson, Laurie 
Division: DIST 
Session Time: 03:30 
Courtroom: Courtroom8 
Clerk(s): Taylor, Suzi 





Prob. Officer(s): PY 
Court interpreter(s): 
w 
Case ID: 0002 
Case number: CR2008-3443 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
.Defendant: YEOMAN, RICHARD 
Pers. Attorney: 
Co-Defendant(s): 
State Attorney: Reierson, James 






15:59:46 Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNESI 10308P Page 4, ... 
MTN FOR RULE 35, DEF NOT PRESENT 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
COURT HAS MTN TO CONT AND MTN FOR MENTAL HEALTH 
EVAL 
2 MOS. SINCE SENTENCING. SET FAST. SINCE THEN 
MR YEOMAN KEEPS SENDING ME 
OTHER PLACES TO CONTACT. WE DO NEED MORE TIME. 
MENTAL HEALTH ISSUES. FOUND 
GETTNG RECORDS RE MENTAL HISTORY IN WASHINGTON. 
OUT HE WAS TAKING MEDICATIONS AND I WASN'T 
AWARE. MR YEOMAN ISN'T HERE. 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
WHY 19-2524 AND NOT 19-2522? 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
NOT SURE, MAYBE IT WOULD BE MORE APPROPRIATE. 
State Attorney: Reierson, James 
NO OBJECTIONS 
Judge: Haynes, Lansing L. 
CONCERNED ABOUT 19-2524. READS STATUTE. 
Public Defender: Reuter, Dennis 
UNDERLYING CRIME THAT DEF MOVED TO IDAHO AND 
LIVED IN MOTELROOM WITH HIS 
GIRLFRIEND AND DIDN'T REGISTER. PRISON WOULD BE 
COUNTER PRODUCTIVE GIVEN HIS 
MENTAL HEALTH STATUS. 
Judge: Haynes, LansingL. 
ALLOW YOU TO SUBMIT NEW MTN FOR 19-2522, WHO CAN 
DO IT AND WHERE IT CAN BE 
DONE, ADDRESS ISSUES OF IMPACT THAT MENTALL 
HEALTH ISSUES HAD ON CRTME WHICH 
HE WAS SENTENCED AND LIKELIHOOD OF FURTHER 
OFFENSES. 
SIGNS ORDER CONT. HEARING, ALLOW YOU TO NOTICE 
UP A NEW HEARING. 
Court Minutes Session: HAYNES110308P Page 5, ... 
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Dennis Reuter, Deputy Public Defender 
Office of the Kootenai County Public Defender 
PO Box 9000 
Coeur dlAlene, Idaho 83814 
Phone: (208) 446-1 700; Fax: (208) 446-1 701 
Bar Number: 61 54 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) CASE NUMBER CR-08-3443 
Plaintiff, ) Felony 
) 
V. ) ORDERTO 
) CONTINUE RULE 35 HEARING 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
The Court having before it the Motion to Continue Rule 35 Hearing and good cause 
appearing, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Rule 35 hearing set for November 3,2008 is 
continued a n t . 1 ] d w  9 -, 
DATED this 3 day of November, 2008. 
- - -  - 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was personally served by placing a 
copy of the same in the interoffice mailbox on the 3 day of November, 2008, addressed 
to: 
Kootenai County Public Defender (446-1 701) 
Kootenai County Prosecutor (446-1 833) 
ORDER TO CONTINUE RULE 35 HEARING Page I 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTEAI 
STATE OF IDAHO 1 SUPREME COURT # 35689 
PlaintiffIRespondent 1 CASE NUMBER CRF08-3443 
1 
VS. 1 CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
1 
1 
RICHARD T. YEOMAN 1 
Defendant/appellant 
I, Theresa A. Carroll, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Kootenai, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
Record in this cause was compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, correct 
and complete Record of the pleadings and documents requested by Appellate Rule 28. 
I further certify that the following will be submitted as exhibits to this Record on Appeal: 
PRESENTENCE REPORT FILED 7- 15-08 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 5th Day of December, 2008. 
CLERK OF DISTRICT COURT 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
State of Idaho 1 SUPREME COURT # 35689 
Plaintiff/Respondent 1 CASE #: CRF08-3443 
1 
1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
VS. 1 
1 
RTCHARD T. YEOMAN 1 
1 
DefendantIAppellant 1 
I, Theresa A. Carroll, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Kootenai, do hereby certify that I 
have personally served or mailed, by United States Mail, one copy of the Clerk's Record 
to each of the attorneys of record in this cause as follows: 
Ms. Molly Huskey 
State Appellate 
Public Defender 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise ID 83720-0005 
Mr. Lawrence Wasden 
Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
700 W. Jefferson # 2 10 
Boise ID 83720-0010 
Attorney for Appellant Attorney for Respondent 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said Court this 9 Day of December, 2008. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Dan English I , 1 8 q 1 1 I , ,  
Clerk of Distrjpti,cpji'rtp, 
- . eresa . 4. %arroll, Deputy Clerk ? . LO' !  . I  . : . .  . . 
:..._. . , , .  '. ;,;; ,- . 
. ., ; : .  
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